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Several Apologetical LETTERS to a Friend, 


In Behalf of 


The Reverend Mr. WIITEFPIELD, Oe. 
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Dear Six, Bos rox, Dec. 31. 1744. 


OU will not tax me with proclaiming my own Goodneſs, if I de- 
clare to you that think, in this Day of Controverſy and Heat 
among us, I have both in my pablick and private Conduct (for 
the general Tenor of it) ud) d to do my ownBuſmeſs,and made it 
my Care to follow th Things that make for Peace, with Edification. 

As faith the Scripture, Therefore thePrudent ſhall keepSilence in that Time; for 

it is an evil Time. Yet faith the true Proverb, To every Thing there is a 

Seaſon, and a Time to every Purpoſe under the Sun :—a Time to keep Silence, 

and a Time to ſpeak. And in the latter Seaſon, I think, none can juſtly be 

blamed for ſpeaking, tho? with Openneſs and Freedom, provided they ſpeak 
the Words of Truth and Soberneſs; neither turning afide to vain Jangling and 
perverſe Diſputing, nor bringing a railing Accuſation, as the manner of ſome is, 
when too warmly engag'd, and over-eagerly purſuing their Point. — I am 
deeply affected, to ſee the Spirit of Emvying and Strife (which brings Confu- 
ſion and every evil Work) riſen to ſuch a dreadful Height, as at this Junc- 
ture : Nor would I willingly be the Inftrument or Occaſion of adding Fewel 
to this unhappy Fire of Contention, which has done us ſuch unſpeakable 

Miſchief already, has fo retarded the fucceſsful Progreſs of the glorious Goſ- 

pel of the bleſſed God, and given ſo much Occaſion to the Adverſary to ſpeak 

reproachfully. Behold, The Tongue of Man is a Fire, a World of Iniquity : 4 

little Member, yet an unruly Evil : The Tongue can no Man tame. But with 

GOD all Things are poſſible ; yea, He is able to ſubdue all Things to HtmsELFy. 

And *tis my Heart's Deſire and Prayer, — that the enthroned Jesvs, the 

Prince of Peace, and the God of all Grace, the only wife God our Saviour, will 

be pleaſed to interpoſe by his almighty Spirit and Providence, to command 

Peace, and to revive his Work in the midſt of theft declining Years ! — O 

that the Children and Servants of God, wheoHove Jeruſalem and pray for 

her Peace, may at ſuch a Time as this is mbf8&irneſtly watch and pray that 
they enter not into Temptation; and if any Brother is over-taken with a Fault, 
be diſpoſed to refore ſuch an one with the Spi#it of Meekneſs, conſidering Them- 
ſetves 
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ſelves, left they alſo be tempted : and not being ignorant of Satan's Devices, leſt 
he get an Advantage againſt them, and leſt the Sun go down upon their Wrath! 
Alt ſhould ſgem, it can't but ſtrike and wound every tender Heart, and 
may well make us bluſh and weep, to hear or read the keen Invectives, the 
bitter Reproaches,the almoſt cruel Mockings,that are ſometimes interchanged, 
even between wiſe and good Men, in their angry Conteſts : which, it's to be 
tear*d, generally have little better Effects, than to ſtill further inflame their 
Animohnes, and widen their Diſtance from one another; and to expoſe both 
Parties to have their Soul exceedingly filled with the Contempt of them that are 
at Eaſe, the Ignorant and Profane, How natural is the Reflection, “ If 
Men ſuffer themſelves to be carry*d away at this Rate by their Paſſions, then 
Farewel to all the Reaſon and Charity of Chriſtians !” | 

I mult freely acknowledge, Sir, they were ſuch Conſiderations as theſe, 
which have reſtrain'd me from bearing any Part in the Paper-War among 
us, of ſo long Continuance. Nor am 1 for War, in my preſent Undertak- 
ing; but acted (as I truſt) by the Principles of Peace and brotherly Love, 
with a View in particular to the ſatisfying and ſettling your Mind in the 
Truth, as well as to the vindicating Mr. Whitefield's Name, in Relation to 
ſome Things ſuggeſted to his Prejudice, in the late anonymous LETTER to 
him; which, I perceiv'd by you, in our laſt Converſation, had made ſome 
Impreſſions on you to his Diladvantage, and I ſuſpect, to your own Hurt. 
—You may remember, in what Manner you expreſſed your free Thoughts 
to me, concerning that Performance ; viz. That the Author's Arguments 
are concluſive and unanſwerable, if his Facts might be depended on, and 
the Grounds of his Reaſoning have no Fallacy attending them.— This (Sir) 
has put me upon a freſh reading this Letter —And I muſt confeſs, when I 
realiſe the high Nature of the Accuſations here infinuated againſt Mr. V—4, 
and when I reflect on the popular Dreſs the Author appears in, together 
with the Effect his plauſible Piece has already had on you, and the 


repeated Challenges I've heard made upon it, fince I faw you, as if it 


vere the moſt nervous Performance, quite decifive, and not admitting of an 
Anſwer ; I incline to think an Anſwer due to it (more pm than to any 
other in the like Kind, that I have ſeen) eſpecially to thoſe Parts of it,that 
contain Matters not ſo commonly objected, and which ſeem to be the prin- 


cipal Difficulties, that have given Riſe to your preſent Uneaſineſs, with re- 


card to Mr. -!. f A 
For I obſerve, that all the more obvious Topicks of Objection and In- 


vective againſt him, in former Uſe, being grown quite vulgar and trite, | 


by ſuch frequent Repetition, the Author of the LeTTER has ſtruck up cer- 
tain New-Lights, and invented ſome ſingular Themes of Declamation, of 
a ſpecious Appearance; dwelling chiefly and firſt upon theſe, But more 
curſorily touching on the others in the Cloſe. For which Reaſon, and be- 
cauſe they are the former, that appear of the greateſt Weight to me, as well 
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as what yon want an Anſwer to, I propoſe therefore at preſent to confine 
my Reflections to zbe/e; waving all Remarks on the concluding Pages, and 
paſſing over what may be exceptionable in the Anthor's Introduction. 
The main Scope of his Letter is the Trial of Mr. J}bitefield's Spirit, in 
Point of Chriſtian Simplicity and moral Honeſty , which our Author ſeems 
to think not diſcoverable in ſome Parts of his publick Conduct.— If I 
know myſelf, Sir, I would not be a blind Bigot to any Man, the wiſeſt and 
veſt upon Earth; or have bis Perſon in Aumiration, becauſe ef Advantage, 
in any Reſpect: And as for Mr. . — , I think I feel in me a proper 
remper to ſee Miſtakes and Failings in him as ſoon as in another. Nor 
can I but highly approve every due Teſtimony againſt all Diſſimulation, 
eſpecially in facred Affairs; and. juſtify the contending for Simplicity and 
| iff yodly Sincerity, as an Eſſential in the Character of a Chriſtian, and eminent- 
ly of a Minjfer, who ought to be an Example to the Flock. And T'muſt 
acknowledge, if our Author carries this Point againſt Mr. }/—4, he will 
give the moſt thorow Stab to his Name; and muſt ſhake, if not demo- 
un, his Intereſt with the unbias'd Part of Mankind. But then the Uſe 
ve ſhould make of this Reflection, is to treat a Point ſo delicate, and of 
> EF ſuch Im e, with the utmoſt Caution to avoid evil Surmifings, and to 
> | exemplify that Charity which thinketh no Evil, which believeth all Things, 
| Þf bopeth all Things, for the beſt. — The Conſequence being ſo vaſt, we ſhould 
well conſider what Premiſſes we draw it from, that they be good and ſound 
and clear, a ſufficient Foundation to ſupport the heavy Concluſion. And 
| | furely in a Caſe, of this critical Nature and of ſo much Moment, nothing 
) © ſhort of undoubted Law and Evidence, nothing ſhort of inconteſtible Rule 
and Fad, view'd in the faireſt comparative Light, without Partiality,. and 
| | w»ithout Hypocriſy, can be valid and juſt Grounds to form our Judgment 
r upon. How our Author has acquitted himſelf in his Trial of Mr. }/—d@'s 
> I} Cafe, you will know my Opinion by the Sequel of this Review. 
r The main Thing to be examin'd into, is the Buſineſs of the Clergy-Sub- 
1 | [criptions and Promiſes (made at entring into holy Orders) compar'd with 
] ſome late Inſtances of Mr. Vbiteſield's Conduct; wherein our” Author ſuſ- 
t pects him guilty of the moſt culpable Inconfftence, ſuch as bewrays © 2 
. wgicted Infincerity, and aggravated Prevarication, to ſay no worſe,” — 
- | 1 hefe were high Charges indeed, if brought in Form, and need very full 
and poſitive Evidence to gain them Credit with reaſonable and impartial 
Judges. Againſt an Elder receive not an Accuſation, but before two or three _ 
„ itneſſes.— Aware of this, our Author therefore deals little in formal and 
direct Accuſations, but proceeds generally by Way of Inguiry and Inſinua- 
f ien: exhibiting his Grounds of Jealouſy, and calling upon Mr. -d to 
e clear up bis Innocence, or elſe confeſs his Guilt ;, though, it appears plain up- 
on the Face of his Performance, he thinks it's the /atter only, that he has 
any Reaſon to expect. Whereas, I am perſwaded, the Gentlema1 would 
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rather 
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rather have ſeen Room for the former, had he on this Occaſion been ſuffi- 
ciently diſpos'd to Candour, which always ſtudies a favourable Conſtruction 
of Things, and had he with a little cloſer Attention look'd into the Conſti- 
tution of the Church of England, the Nature of her Clerical Subſcriptions 
and Declarations, and the true Extent of the Obligations, in Conſequence 
hereof, to Miniſterial Conformity. I have had ſome Occaſions formerly, as 
well as at chisTime, to examine into theſe Matters, and after the beſtInqui- 
ries I have been able to make, Things don't appear to me, in the ſame 
Light as to our Author. It ſeems, either he or I muſt labour of ſome 
ſtrange Confuſion of Thought upon theſe Things; or we muſt have a 
different Idea of Contradiction and Inconſiſtency; or elſe we muſt, one or 
other, be under an unhappy Bias of Partiality.—Fudicet Lector. 

Our Author firſt ſingles out the 26th of the 39 Articles of the Church of 
England, as what he ſhrewdly ſuſpects Mr. -- guilty of having contra- 
dicted, by ſome Paſſages in one of his printed Journals, as recited in the Leiter 
before us. And the Gentleman, “to give a clear View of the Difficulty 
which he wants to have ſolv'd,“ contrives two diſtinct Columns, for the Ar- 
ticle and the Extract, ſetting the one over againſt the other. And fancying 
(I ſuppoſe) that he now had Mr. J/—4 faſt, to be unavoidably ground as 
between two Milſtones ( tho* without any Attempt to put them in Motion) 
he leaves him in this critical Situation, preſently paſſing over to a new Caſe. 
But indeed I much wonder how he ſhould dream, that meerly theſe collate- 
ral Tranſcripts (nothing rugged in themſelves, and profoundly at ref) as he 
has left *em, ſhould do any great Execution : or that, even with the help 
of diſtinguiſh*'d Types, they ſhould ſo much as give a clear View of the Dif- 
ficulty, without the further Aſſiſtance of ſome ſuperadded Gl/offes, Comments, 
or proper Notes of Illuſtration. I muſt own, I can't fee at preſent any other 
than a meer local and externa! Contradiſtinction between our Author's /zwo 
Columns, without any inward Contrariety, or contradictory Oppoſition. For 
I imagine, I ſee a good intrinſick Harmony ſubſiſting between the Article 
and the printed Words ; and likely to ſubſiſt ſtill, if no ſtronger Efforts be 
made, to give it an Interruption. 

I truly wiſh, that our Author would reviſe his two Columns, compare and 
ſcan them with Ris beſt Powers of Criticiſm, and try if he can fairly make 
out the leaſt real Contradiion between them, in any Part, Paragraph, Sen- 
tence, Line, or Word. For my ſelf, I have try'd all my Skill upon 'em, 
and am quite at a Loſs where the Inconſiſtenqy hes. — Among which of the 
various Types in the Extra? (or printed Words of Mr. /—4) we muſt look 
to lind a Contradifion to the Article, ſet in Oppoſition to it, the Author has 
not been ſo kind as particularly to direct us. And as for what is in the Ro- 
man Letter, I am ſenſible of no Jar or Diſcord there. We mult look for 
it then in the Lalict: it muſt be here, or no where. But J believe, it will 
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puzzle a good Genius, to trace out any real Contradiction here. Our Author 
indeed ſeems to draw our Eyes to this Part of the Extra, and to indigitate 
a ſingle Paſſage, as the Capital one, by putting it in great Letters. Lis 
that noted Interrogatory, — Fox How CAN DEAD MEN BEGET LIVING 
CHILDREN But at preſent I think this capable of an innocent Meaning, 
and well conſiſtent with Mr. J/—d's Subſcription to the Article. | 
You are ſenſible, Sir, that Rhetorical Figures and Flouriſhes are allow'd 

a candid Conſtruction in all Authors, ſacred or prophane. And why ſhould 
this be made an Exception, and meet with ſuch hard Meaſures ? Why ſhould 
this be ſo amplify*d upon in a Variety of Cenſure and unfavourable De- 
ſcant ? Some objecting, that it carries an ab/urd or unapt Alluſion, and im- 
plies a falſe Hypotheſis in Divinity, as if for (ſpiritually) dead Miniſters to 
be inſtrumental of begetting Souls unto W of Life, through the Goſ- 
del, were abſolutely a moral Impoſſibility, equal to the natural Impoſſibili- 
ty there is of a (naturally) dead Man's begetting living Children; ſo making 
all Succeſs of the Goſpel, in the Nature of Things, eſſentially dependant 
on ſome inherent Principle or Virtue in the Adminiſtrator, and limiting the 
the Holy One of Iſrael, as if it were not in his Power and Prerogative to 
bleſs his own appointed Means by whomſoever diſpenſed. But ſurely ſuch 
a Conſtruction of Mr. Y/—d's Words muſt appear altogether fore d and 
aptious, if we conſider how it directly thwarts the whole Tenor of his 
Preaching and Praying, fo full in the Acknowledgment of human Im- 
potence, the Sovereignty of divine Grace, and irreſiſtible Energy of the 
Spirit of Holineſs. Nay, even in the very Extract it ſelf that our Author 
preſents us with, Mr. }/—4 to make the largeſt Conceſſion he could, ſays, 
hat GOD may convert People by the Devil, f He pleaſes, and ſo He may by 
mconverted Miniſters. But then it follows, I Believe He ſeldom makes Uſe of 
ither of them for this Purpoſe, — And here indeed we have a Key to the true 
eaning of the figurative Query above; which, in a candid View of it, can 
= import, It's exceeding unlikely, that GOD ſhould otherwiſe than ſeldom 
ake unconverted Miniſters the Inſtruments of converting Sinners. This, 
Sir, I do and muſt inſiſt on as a natural and unforc'd Gloſs upon the con- 
roverted Paſſage, and conveys ( I believe) the very Idea of the Writer. 
\nd why ſhould his Words be put upon the Rack and tortur'd, to make 
hem confeſs a different Senſe, inconſiſtent too with the Scope of the Con- 
ext, and with his avow'd Principles, only to fix an Odium upon him, as 
either erroneous, or abſurd, or inconſiſtent I can't help obſerving here, 
t would be the moſt abuſive wreſting of his Words, to inſinuate, that he 
ſſerts the total ary ex. of unconverted Miniſters, and puts them on a 
ar with the Devil himſelf in Reſpe& of Service to the Church of God. 
or his printed Words po of the Succeſs of ſuch Miniſters with Regard 
only to the converting People; and he may conſiſtently enough with deny- 


ws 
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ing that, own their Uſzfulneſ5 in other Reſpects. Nevertheleſs, he has not 
deny'd even that univerſally and abſolutely. And although he ſpeaks o 
God's ſeldom making Uſe of unconverted Miniſters to the End of convert. 
ing A A and at the ſame Time ſpeaks alſo of the Devi/'s being ſeldom 
made Uſe of to that End, yet he may be far from deſigning to ſet them 
on a Level, in Regard of Uſefulneſs to that Purpoſe, The bleſſed God 
may overrule the DeviPs Temptations ſometimes, tho? but ſeldom, to ſub- 
ſerve the Ends of Conviftion and Converfion ; and He may ſucceed the Mi- 
niſtrations of dead Preachers ſometimes, tho? alſo but ſeldam, to promote the 
ſame Ends; there may be indeed no great Frequency, or Commanneſs, i 
one Caſe, or t'other: And yet there may be a vaſt Diſpropertion betwee 
them, as to the Degree of Rareneſ5, in Favour of the latter. It muſt be 
acknowledg*d therefore a diſingenuous Turn given Mr, J/—&g's Expreſſi- 
ons, to repreſent them either as comparing unconyerted Miniſters to the 
Devil in Point of general Uſefulneſs, or as equalling the Devil to them in 
Point of Succeſsfulneſs to the great End of converting People, in particular. 

Nor can I look on our Aubor as acting the generous Part in pretending 
a Contradiftion between Mr- W—d's Words . an Article of the Church, 
with a View to faſten upon him the odious Imputation of fal/ifying his ſo 
lemn Subſcription, - without ſo much as letting us know in what- Light he 
took Things, and where he ſaw the Contradiction. For this, I confeſs, does 
not ſhew it ſelf to me, after all my Searches and Reſearches, to find it. A 
Appearance indeed there may be, to an unwary and ſuperficial, or prejudiced 
Reader, of an Inconſiſtence between the Article, and Mr. Vs printed 
Words; but yet taking both in their real Scope, and allowing them a fai 
Compariſon, I'm of Opinion, even this Appearance of a Contradiction muſt 
imtnediately vaniſh. | | 

But not contenting my ſelf to imitate our Author's Example, I am will 
ing, in the moſt explicit Manner, to ſhew the Grounds of my Opinion, by 
deſcending to Particulars, and entring into the very Bowels of each Colum 
with my Examination. For Inſtance, the Article ſpeaking of evil Men, a 
ſerts, We Ma uſe their Miniſtry, both in hearing the Word, and in receiv 
ing the Sacraments.” Nor does the Extract from Mr. VA contradid 
this— Again, The Article ſays, * Neither is the ErrRœr or CHRIST 
ORDINANCE TAKEN AWAY BY THEIR WICKEDNESS.”'—And, looking 
on the Words in their original View and genuine Intendment, neither doe: 
the Extra advance any Thing, either explicitly or implicitly, contrary, te 
this. Mr. -A indeed has faid, he believes that Gon SELDOM makes U 
of unconverted Miniſters for the Purpoſe of converting People, However 
this includes an implicit Conceſſion, that het is ſometimes the Caſe in Fa 
But, ſuppoſing he had ſhewed his Opinion in the moſt univerſal Terms, fay 
ing. that he belicv*dGop never makesUſe of fuch-for the mentioned Purpoſe 


yet in what Shape will our Author make this to contradict the Article? For yo! 
we 
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well know, Sir, that Contradictions are always ad idem, or refer to one Thing, 
and this in the ſame Reſpect. Whereas, the Article and the printed Words 
are not ſpeaking ad idem, but in their direct Reference are concernin 
different Matters: which if the Gentleman had obſerv'd, I think he cou 
not have ſuſpected a Repugnancy in the Caſe. Mr. . d, it's plain, has 
his Eye in the Words quoted from him, to Miniſters only under the No- 
tion of Preachers, and ſpeaks of dead Men's Preaching being ſeldom (and 
exceeding unlikely to be commonly) made Uſe of to the End of convert- 
ing People: nor is he in, the Opinion of a Real baptiſmal Regeneration or 
ſacramental Converſim. Whereas now the Article, tho' it occaſionally 
mentions the Word, has in the whole of it its primary View to the Sacra- 
ments: and in that Part of it where the Emphaſis lies, and on which our 
Author ſeems to lay his chief Streſs, by placing his Capitals here, does 
evidently point to the Sacraments only; which the Church of England 
(I'm perſuaded) does notdeclare were inſtituted for converting Ordinances, 
but deſign'd for the perfecting of the Saints, the Heirs of Promiſe. To ſuch 
(ſays the Article) the Unworthineſs of the Adminiſtrator does nat evacuate 
the Sacraments, or hinder their profiting. The Words run thus, Neither 
is the Effet of Chriſt's Ordinance taken away by their Wickedneſs, or the Grace 
of God s Gift diminiſhed, Fou Such as BY FAITH and RIGH FLY po 
KECEIVE THE SACRAMENTS miniſtred unto them, WHICH be Mectual be; 
cauſe of CHRIST's Inſtitution and Promiſe, although they be miniſtred. by evil 
Men.”'--- You ſee, Sir, WHO they be, that the Article ſays, Chriſt's Or- 
dinances do not become ineffectual to, thro the Mictedneſs of evil Miniſters, 
namelv, Such as by Faith and rightly do receive the ſame: and to ſuch they 
are effeZual, not by any Virtue in him that doth adminiſter, but only ber 
cauſe of Chriſt's Inſtitution and Promiſe. The Lord Jefus Chriſt will own 
his Inſtitutions, and fulfil his Promiſe to his faithful People. The Mini- 
ſtcr's Sins ſhall not hinder Chriſt's Graces, nor leſſen them, to his People. 
« For (as Bp. Beveridge ſays upon it, in his Expoſition of this Article) be the 
Miniſter worchy or unworthy, if come with /aith to an Orginance,.l.am 
ſure to go with grace from it.” Now if you extend this to.the/Pardpreached, 
the Article muſt ſuppoſe it preached orchodoxly ;. and Mr. id hay ne- 
ver deny'd, that the Mord, ſoundly and orthodoxly preached, Will profit, 
where it is mixed with Faith in them that hear it, tho' it be an evil Man that 
preaches it. --- However, you cai't but perceive, Sir, that it is only the 
Sacraments are reſpected in this Parc of the Article, which our Authot᷑ has dis 
itinguith'd byCapitals, as what perhaps he lays the Weight of the Argument 
upon: And the true Scope of the Article here is plainly this, and.no;hing 
elſe, that the Sacraments are not invalidated to the worthy Partakersg by 
any perſonal Demerits or ſinful Defects and Faults in the Adminiſtratot; 
that the ſpiritual Bencfic and internal EfFe@ of the Sacraments, as nn: de- 
pending on the ſpiritual State, internal Dilpolicion or moral Chaxicter cf 
the Adminiltrator, is not by Moana of his perſonal, Faulcinels taken away, 
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or at all diminiſhed, from ſuch as by Faith and Rightly do receive the ſame. 
"Tis a known Maxim, Occaſio Legis indicat & mentem Legiſlatoris & ſenſum 
Legis. The Occaſion interprets the Article, which (as Bp. Burner obſerves ) 
was the Heat of ſome in the Beginning of the Reformation; that being 
offended at the Vices of the Roman Clergy, revived the Conceit of the 
Donatiſts ; who conſidered the Sacraments as the Anſwer of Prayers, and 
ſo ſince the Prayers of a wicked Man are an Abomination to God, they 

tho't the Virtue of theſe Actions depended wholly on him that officiated. 
Furthermore, This is confirmed by the T1TLe of this Article; which 
ſtands thus, Of the Unworthineſs of the Miniſters, which hinder not the Effects 
of the SACRAMENTS. The Title is wont to be appeal'd to in ſuch 
Caſes, for the true Purport and Deſign of what follows in the Body of any 
Law, Canon, Chapter, or Article. And I muſt obſerve, had our Author 
not left out the Title of this 26th Article, I'm prone to think, every common 
Reader muſt have been aware of the Fallacy of the two Columns, and 
would eaſily have ſeen thro' the thin Appearance. ---I muſt add, Nor can 
look upon our Author as acting ſo fair a Part, in ſecreting from our 
People (little acquainted with the Book of Articles) one whole Para- 
graph when he ſpeaks of . ſetting down the Article,” by which one would 
uppoſe he had done it at full Length. For by thus mutilating it, he has left 
out what is added in the laſt Paragraph very ficly and ſeaſonably, to pre- 
ventany Abuſe of the former; and what, I muſt acknowledge, ſeems to 
countenance Mr. V. -d's Zeal againſt evil and unworthy Miniſters. The 
Words therefore I think proper to have reſtored, and will inſert here. The 
Article concludes thus ; © Nevertheleſs it appertaineth tothe Diſcipline of the 
Church, that Enquiry be made of Evil Miniſters, and that they be accuſed by thoſe 
that have Knowledge of their Offences, and finally being found guilty by Jud 
ment, be depoſed.”---Upon which BiſhopBeverrage has the following Remar 
« It being determined inthe former Part of the Article, that the Unwor- 
ce thineſs of the Miniſter doth not hinder the Effect of the Sacraments, it is 
«« very opportunely added in this, that ſuch unworthy Miniſters ought to 
« be enquired out, yea, and proceeded againſt according to the Diſcipline 
vc of the Church.“ And Biſhop Burner Fo his Expoſition of the 39 Arti- 
cles, remarks upon it) that © Timothy was required to receive an Accuſation 
«of an Elder, when regularly tender'd to him, and to rebuke before all, thoſe 
« that ſinned; and he was charged to withdraw himſelf from thoſe Teach 
ce ers who conſented not to wholeſome Mords, and that made a Gain of Godlineſs. 
6 ...Certainly (he adds) there is nothing more incumbent on the whole 
c Body of the Church, than that all poſſible Care be taken to diſcover the 
« bad Practices that may be among the Clergy.---- But after all, our Zeal 
e muſt go along with Juſtice and Diſcretion : Fame may be a juſt Ground 
c to enquire upon, but a Sentence cannot be founded on it.. According. 
ly Mr. V- d is for having all prudent Steps taken in Purſuance of this laſt 
Paragraph of the Article, that evil Miniſters may be inquired out, _— 
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and convicted, if poſſible, and then ſilenc'd.---- Ihope, our Author wonie 
object, that Mr. Whitefield's unconverted Miniſters and the Articles Evil Mi- 
niſters are not the ſame, and that there may be a Claſbhere. No: for as to 
the Article, this muſt be interpreted in a Conſiſtence with the Reſt, which 
every where uſe, as equivalent, theſe Terms in Deſcription of evil Men, 
viz. © Carnal Perſons, lacking the Spirit of Chriſt, © The Wicked and ſuch 
as be void of a lively Faith, and the like. Now theſe Characters apply'd'to 
Miniſters, do conſtitute Mr. H/---d's dead Men, do deſcribe his unconverted 
Miniſters. I fuppoſe, none will think him ſo void of Reaſon, as not to 
allow that ſome unconverted Miniſters may be ſuch very refin'd, conſummate 
Hypocrites, and make ſuch a fair Shewin the Fleſh, by Means of an ortho- 
dox Head and regular Practice, as to render a judicial Conviction of them 
impraCticable ; and where this is in Reality theCaſe with any, that ſuch muſt 
bereſign'd to the Judgment of God, who only trieth the Heart, and know- 
eth the Secrets of Men. However, whereas he declares himſelf verily per- 
ſwaded, that the Generality of Preachers talk of an unknown unfelt Chriſt, he 
nas therefore on ſome Occaſions opened bis Mouth boldly againſÞ unconverted 
Miniſters : giving it as his Opinion, that the Reaſon wby Congregations have 
been ſo dead, is becauſe they have had dead Men preaching to them.---Now, As 
to the Grounds of his Conduct, or how far his Sentiment may be juſt and well- 
founded, L am not oblig'd in this Place to inquire : for the Argument we 
are upon, calls me only to conſider, whetherthe cne or the other be incon- 
ſiſtent with his Subſcription, and contrary to the Article, which our Author 
has confronted him with. And for my Part, on a ſedate View of the Mat- 
ter, according to all the Lights I have been capable of placing it in, I can't 
diſcern the pretended Inconſiſtence, nor believe Mr. Hhitefield and his Sub- 
ſcription to be at oppoſite Angles. For, as to his Conduct, in preaching after 
8 Manner againſt unconverted Miniſters, this ſurely is rather a Proof 
of his Adherence to his Subſcription, as it manifeſts his being in Earneſt to 
have the genuine Drift of the Article, in its laſt Paragraph, faithfallypro- 
ſecuted, by all due Inquiry, and Diſcipline, in Relation to evil Miniſters.” 
And as for his Sentiment touching the immediate natural or moral Reaſon 
of Congregations having been ſo dead in Times paſt, namely, their having bad dead 
Men to preach to them, neither do Iat preſent ſee any Variance between this 
and the Article. If Mr. V. a's Opinion in the Cafe impliesany Contra« 
diction to the Article, I think it muſt be to one or other of the following 
Clauſes in it : where yet, for my own Part, I muſt confeſs, Iam ſenſible of 
no Claſh. For Mr. W---d's aſſigning ſuch a Reaſon, as aboveſaid, does by 
no Means imply but that in ſome Caſes, agreeable to the Article, © We may 
uſe the Miniſtry of evil Men: And indeed conſonant to this is his own 
Practice, as well as avow'd Principle.---Nor yet do's his ſaid Reaſon imply, 
m Oppoſition to the Article, that the Effect of Chriſt's Ordinances is taken 
away by their Wickedneſs, or the Grace of God's Gifts diminiſhed, From sven 
as by FaiTH and RiGHTLY do receive the SACRAY ENTS.” So ſtands the. Arti + 
cle: 


12 An APOLOGYT- in Behalf of 


cle: But yet, Sir, if youpleaſe, you have my Leave to ſubjoin alſo the Word 
preached ; and Mr. J}/----d's Conſent too, I doubt not,----with this Proviſo 
(which you muſt neceſſarily ſuppoſe imply'd in the Article) that the Preach- 
ing be adjuſted to the Standard of Scripture, and conformable to the Doc- 
trie of the Church of England, particularly in her Articles. For as the 
Caſe of heterodox or falſe Teachers is juſtly to be ſuppoſed an Exception, under 
that general Clauſe in theArticle, We may uſe the Miniſtry of evil Men: So 
v hen the Preachers Mickedneſe lies in their bringing in damn able Hereſies,be 
ſure it can't rationally be ſuppos'd but this muſt ſtand an excepted Caſe, when 
the Article ſays of evil Men,--- Neither is the Effe& of Chriſt's Ordinance ta- 
ken away by their Wickedneſs.---- Nevertheleſs, where che Word is rightly 
preached, tho' by evil Men, Mr. V.. d has never, that I can find, aſſerted 
the Effed of Chriſt's Ordinance to be taken away by their Wickednefs, totally 
and abſolutely, with Reference even to the Converſion of Sinners. His prin- 
ted Words evidently point to a partial Succeſs of the Word, and ſuppoſe it 
actually exiſtent in the preſent Caſe. The Reaſon why Congregations have 
been SO dead, ſays he, is becauſe they have bad dead Men preaching to them. 
You obſerve, he ſpeaks but of a partial Deadne/s in Congregations, which 
implies aConceſſion of ſomeInſtances of Life among them, and conſequently 
beſpeaks ſome Degree of Succeſs attending even dead Men's preaching to them. 
---But ſtill, ſuppoſing he had aſſerted the univerſal Inefficacy of ſuch Men's 
Preaching, in Regard of the Converſion of Sinners, what is that to the Ar- 
ticle,which (as I obſerv'd before) refers only to the Edification of Saints? 
Does Mr. V. d any where fav, that the Effect of Chriſt's Ordinances is ta- 
ken away by their Wickedneſs,or the Grace of God's Gifts diminiſhed, xxou sven 
as by FAITH and RIGHTLY do receive them | No; I believe, I may aſſert it in 
the ſtrongeſt Manner, that where the God of all Grace gives to any the hear- 
ing Ear and underſtanding Heart, working in them ſincere Faith, RicnuTLY 
TO RECEIVE the Word ( rightly diſpenſed) Mr. }/---4 never has deny'd 
the Poſſibility of fuch People's getting the full Effect of Chriſt's Ordinance, 
even under the deadeſt Preacher in the World. 

Upon the whole, Sir, it appears to me, and I hope does by this Time to 
you, in a very convincing Light, that our Author's two Columns don't in the 
leaſt contravene one another, but reſt together at full Agreement, in a State 
of · intire Inaction, though put by him in a militant Poſture.---You muſt al- 
low me to obſerve to you, It is therefore a vain Imagination in our Author, to 
ſuppoſe that Mr.. d, while bearing a faithful Teſtimony againſt ſome of 
the Church-Clergy for contradicting the Articles they have ſubſcrib'd to, is 
at the ſame Time but laſhing himſelf for violating his own Subſcription. --+ 
And Imay now ſeaſonably expreſs my Reſentment of it as a grofs Incon- 
ſiſlence in our Author, that when he had open'd his Letter with theProfeſſion 
only to propoſe a few Things in the Spirit of LOVE and Mrkkxxss, he 
ſhculd preſently in the ſame Page breathe a different Spirit, and fall upon 
Mr. V- d with haſty and harſh Cenſures, applying to him with _— iew 
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Texts of holy Scripture ; and this too before he would “at the Trouble 
o point out the Facts, and lay Matter of Conviction before him. Nay, in 

his Inſtance which we have been conſidering, he has not ( tho he had pro- 
eſſed to do I) ſo much as *taken the Trouble to ſhew him wherein” par- 

icularly he ſuſpects him not “ clear of Blame,” that he & might have a 

air Occaſion to juſtify himſelf, and remove all Ground of Clamour againſt 

im upon this Head.” You muſt acknowledge it, Sir, not ſo fair Manage- 
ment in our Author to inſinuate a Contradictiun between the Article and the 
Extract he has made from Mr. }/---d, and yet at the ſame Time to neglect 
doing his proper Office as an Opponent, i. e. firſt a Specification of the parti- 

ular Expreſſions, in which he thinks the Contradiction lies, and then arguing 
it out in the beſt Manner he could. This would have been Scholar-like. But 
whether from an Affectation not to verbaliſe, or whether from a Pre- 
ſumption that the Caſe was too plain to make many Words about, of 
whatever was the Cauſe, ſo it has happen'd, there's a profound Silence 
he e; the Gentleman having totally omitted both the proper ſtating of 
« the Difficulty he wanted to have fſolv'd,” and of Conſequence all debating 
or deſcanting upon it. By which unaccountable Management he has im- 
pos'd an unreaſonable Task upon his Reſpondent : putting him to this com- 
plicated Labour ; firſt to —— critically thro' the whole for the Place 
where it was poſſible any fanciful Brain might imagine ſomething adver/a- 
tive between the two Columns; then accurately to examine and compare 
every ſuſpectable Paſſage, Line, or Word; and finally to reaſon diſtinctly 
on the whole. It's not unlikely, Sir, this has given Occaſion for the draw - 
ing out the prefent Vindication of Mr. Ti-. d to 2 Length exceeding 
what might have been needful, had our Author (i I may be allow'd to bor - 
row ſome of his own Words here) “ dealt fairly and openly, letting the 
World know his real Sentiments upon this Matter,” with the particular 
Grounds of them; which “ I can't but think became him as an honeſt 
Man,” in an Affair of ſo great Nicety, and equal Importance, whereow 
his Brother's Reputation, as a Miniſter and a Chriſtian, has even by his 
own Acknowledgement ſuch a Dependance. 

You'l therefore excuſe me, Sir, that I have detained you thus long on our 
Author's firſt Head of Accuſation, or Suſpicion : and allow me to fay, I think 
I have given all reafonable Satisfaction to every Doubt on that Head. 
After the two Columns have been thus ſcrutinis'd in their various Parts, 
and fairly conſider'd in a comparative View, it ſeems to me impoſſible 
but that you ſhould ſee, all Pretences of Mr. H/hitefield's having violated 
bis Subſcriptions, in our Author's ifirſt Inſtance, are utterly ſuperſeded.--- 
Nay, I hope, this Gentleman himſelf is ready now, upon cool Reflec- 
tion, to confeſs Mr, F/---d „clear: of Blame,” and to acknowledge his 
own Miſtake, in ſuggeſting that there was any juſt “ Ground of Cla- 
mour againſt him on this Head.“ But I am more confident, that eve- 
ry indifferent Judge, free from Pre-engagements, will be ready to ac- 

quit 
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quit Mr. N.. -d, as „ an honeſt Man, and acting a conſiſtent Part, thus 
tar.----May he never be found acting a leſs conſiſtent Part ! ---- And] 
may it be the common Care of us all, whether Miniſters or People, to 
approve our ſeives equally ** conſiſtent upright Chriſtians” ! Looking diligently 


leſt any Man fail of the Grace of God, whether as a dead Preacher, or a 
dead Profeſſor ; ---- Characters, alas, tod common every where! 


Thus [ take Leave of you, Sir, for the preſent; adjourning my Con- 


fiderations on our Author's next Inſtance to another Opportunity. And 
in the mean Time believe me to be, 
Dear Sir, Your ſincere Friend, 


and humble Servant“ 


The Second LETTER. 


Dear Sik, Fan. 8. 1744, 5. 


v | HIS waits on you with ſome further Obſervations, on the late printed 
LETTER to Mr. Mhitefield, objecting to ſome of his Meaſures, and 
calling upon him to vindicate his Conduct, or confeſs bis Faults. I 
have ſpoken ſufficiently to the firſt Fact there alledged againſt him: 
And as there is nothing of Connection between that and the others, I 
have no Need of repeating any Thing already ſaid, to introduce my 
Remarks on our Author's ſecond Objection. | 
In the next Place then, you obſerve, Sir, he excepts againſt Mr. ..- d' 
Conduct in publickly praying, and adminiſtring the Sacrament, without any Re- 
gard to the Form preſcribed in the Book of Common- Prayer. Our Author ſuſ- 
pects him to be herein acting, not a conſiſtent, but a wicked inſincere Part; and 
fears, this his Practice is an open Violation of what he ſubſcrib'd and promis d at 
his Ordination, and afterwards ſolemnly and repeatedly ſealed his Approbation 
of at the bleſſed Sacrament. 

But, my Friend, as you are not wont to be eaſily impos'd upon with po- 
pular Inſinuations, with meer Sophiſins, or with Arguments more ad Pom- 
pam, than ad Pugnam: ſo I ſhall much wonder, if the Declamation upon this 
Flead appears to you to have any real Weight in it, after it has paſs da pro- 
per Examination. For as pathetick and peremptory as our Author is here, 
I very much doubt whether he has not miſs'd the true Meaning of theChurch- 
Clergy's Subſcription and Declaration he talks ſo much of, as expounded e- 
ven by Themſelves; and whether he has ſufficiently conſider d the true 
Force and Extent of the Obligation reſulting therefrom, in Relation to 


their approving the Common: Prayer- Book, and uſing the Form in the ſaid Book 
preſcribed 
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reſcribed, in publick Prayer and Adminiſtration of Sacraments, AND NONE 
DTHER., | 
The firſt Step neceſſary to deciding any Queſtion, is to adjuſt and ſettle 
he Meaning of the Terms. And poſſibly, in the Subſcription or Declaration 
aboveſaid, it may admit of ſome Debate, what is the genuine Import and In- 
ent of the concluding Words, NoxE oTrHER. Iam confident, upon the ſureſt 
rounds, this limiting Clauſe is not to be taken literally, in the Strictneſs of 
the Expreſſion, as if the Clergy meant to oblige themſelves to the ſole Uſe 
of that individual Form in the Pray er- Book, excluſive of all other Forms in 
every Caſe. For this Conſtruction is utterly forbidden by theſe two Con- 
ſiderations. (I.) It is contrary to the common Practice of the Clergy, who 
in their Prayer before Sermon pay no Regard to the Form in that Caſe pre- 
ſcribed in the Canon; as I ſhall have Occaſion more particularly to remark 
hereafter.----And then (2.) It is contrary to the known Cuſtom of the Bi- 
hops, in compoſing new Offices and Forms of Devotion, on ſome ſpecial 
Occaſions. It has been a Thing frequent, on Occaſion of a ſpecial Thank/- 
giving or Faſt, to have ſpecial Forms or Offices printed before-hand and diſ- 
tributed to every Pariſh, for publick Uſe in the Church on ſuch Days. I 
well remember, particularly in the late Queen ANNE's Reign, as by Means 
of the then War there were frequent Occaſions of this Nature, I had the 
Sight of ſome of the Forms of Prayer ſpecially provided in that Caſe. And 
in them, I muſt obſerve by the Way, there were uſually one or two Collects 
for the Reformed Churches abroad :---which you'll pleaſe to bear in Mind for 
a future Occaſion, in the Sequel of this Diſpute. ---- Now theſe Reflections 
make it evident, toa Demonſtration, that, when the Clergy of the Church 
ſubſcribe to uſe the Common- Prayer-Form, AND NONE OTHER, this is not to 
be taken in the rigid Senſe, as our Author underſtands it, abſolutely ex- 
cluding all other Forms on every Occaſion whatſoever, No, but the 
Senſe muſt be temper d ſome how, to reconcile it tothe Cuſtoms in the 
Church, as abovemention'd. I can readily think of but two Con- 
ſtructions, to put upon the Words, that are conſiſtent. Ex. gr. Muſt 
the Words, Nox oTHER, intend --- none other /tatedly ? This Con- 
ſtruction reconciles the Senſe to the Uſe of other occaſional Forms, 
enjoin'd by lawful Authority, ſuch as the new Compoſures made by the 
Biſhops, as above. But then I muſt obſerve, this Conſtruction does not ſo 
well ſuit with the Practice of the Clergy in ſtatedly praying before Sermon 
without u/tng the Form pre/cribed for the Pulpit-Prayer.---Shall we then ſay, 
the Words, None oTHER, muſt intend None DiyERs in kind, None elfe 
eſſentially varying from it. The Word, Other, is uſed either to denote a 
numerical Difference, or a ſpecifical Difference. But if we conſtrue it 
here in the former Senſe (i. e. None other ſo much as numerically diſtinguiſht 
from the Common - Prayer) we muſt ſuppoſe the Clergy chain d down by their 
Subſcription to the Uſe of the Form in the Book, invariably, only, and exclu- 
lively of every Form not actually there written: which is a Senſe evidently 
confuted 
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confuted by the aforeſaid Cuſtoms in the Church, of occaſionally uſing neu 
Forms, and of ſtatedly praying before Sermon differently from the Form en- 
Join'd-by Canon. I ſee no conſiſtent Senſe then to put on the Clauſe, an 
NONE OTHER, if we don't conſtrue it, Noxx OTHER in point of ſpecificalf 
Difference,---Nont ornEx but ſuch in Kind, NoxE OTHER but of the ſame 
Reformed Tenor. To this indeed I may apply the Character of Alter idem, 
or another, <phich is not another.--- And very probably, Sir, the Clauſe [ Ax 
NONE m_ might be inſerted in the Clergy's Declaration, originally, 
with a particular View to the debarring Prieſts too Popiſhly inclined, from 
intermingling any of their Papal Superſtitions with the Reform'd Devoti- 
one, particularly in the Adminiſtrati:n of the holy Sacraments. But I ſhall 
leave you now to judge for your ſelf, which of theſe Conſtructions of the 
Clauſe AND None OTHER] is moſt rational and conliſtent. Chuſe but a 
conſiſtent Senſe: and I doubr not you will juſtify Mr. M. ds occaſionally 


uſing other Prayers than thoſe in the Book, 


But further, let me obſerve to you, Sir, if we ſhould go into a critical 
Conſideration of what muſt be underſtood, by fair Conſtruction, as inelu- 
ded in the Idea of PusLIck PRA VRR, according to the Idiom of Epiſcopal Lan- 
guage, it would perhaps be no impoſſible Attempt, to reconcile Mr. M... ds 
Conduct abroad with his Subſcription and Declaration at home. Its well 
known, the pvBLICk MinisTeRs (ſo called) in England are Miniſters Epiſ- 
copally ordered, in Conformity to the Book of Ordination : Such only are 
held Miniſters in the Church of England.---So, the puBL1ck ChuRcnes there, 
are the Cathedral and other Collegiate Churehes, theParith-Churches, and 
Chappels, conſecrated to perform Divine Sefvice in according to the Or- 
ders of the Church eſtabliſh'd by Law--- And thus, in the Senſe of the Sub- 
ſcription before us, PusLIck PRAYER is © common and open Prayer” in the 
publick Churches, the Houſes dedicated to the Uſe of“ miniſtring in the 
Congregation, by the preſcript Form of Divine Service in the Church of 
-England.” At leaſt this is the Canonical Senſe of the Expreſſion. For the 
Conſtitutions and Canons of the Church of England ænow no ſueh Thing as 
PUBLIC Pray er done in *privateConventicles”” ; or in *PRETENDED CAURCHES; 
which is the Canonical Denomination for afl“ Meetings, Aſſemblies, or Con. 
gregations(of the King's bornSubjeRs) within this Realm“, orHEx than the Epiſ- 
copal Congregations or Aſſemblies, by Law eſtabliſhed. . Nor in Truth are 
any deem'd ruhH O xk OFFICEs in Religion, other than thoſe performed in 
thèſe true and lawful Aſſemblies, the only PUBLICK ASSEMBLIES in the Senſe 
of the Canons. Now, according to this View of the Caſe, tho ſome (obs 
ſolete) Canons of the Church may poſlibly be alledg'd againſt Mr. -d 
Conduct, in Point of frequenting Conventicles, or pretended Churches, and ad- 
miniſtrirg in private Meetings, as if they were true and lawful Churches; yet 
with Regard to not uſing the Church- Liturgy in PuBL1ICKk Prayer, Idon't ee 
he has either broken any Canon, or infring'd upon bis Subſeription-. 
queſtion indeed whether the Clergy of the Church of England, hold 2 

elves 
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ſelves obliged by their Subſcription to the like in variable Uſe of the Com- 
mon- Prayer- Book in the private Offices of Devotion, as in Publick Prayer. 
And if the Nonconformable Aſſemblies are reputed but private Meetings, a 
Church-Clergyman occaſionally officiating in ſuch Meetings may eſteem 
himſelf at Liberty to ſuſpend the Uſe of the Forms preſcribed for Publick 
Prayer. 

But, Sir, if you judge this Argument turns upon too critical Diſtinctions, 
and are diſpos'd to allow, that the religious Aſſemblies in New - England are 
properly, whyt our Author calls em, Public Aſſemblies, not what the Church- 
Canons cenſurg by the Name of pretended Churches, or private Conventicles, 
and that therefore Prayer performed in ſuch Aſſemblies is in juſt Conſtruc- 
tion Publick Prayer,----I need not ſtand to debate this Point with you at 

reſent. | , 

: Other Reaſons I have ſtill, Sir, why Ican by no Means concur with our 
Author, in thinking that Mr. }----d's Subſcription to the ſpecial Article, re- 
fer'd to, obliges him ſo indiſpenſably to uſe the Common- Prayer-Forms, but 
that he may occaſionally omit uſing them, where he judges He. praying moſt 
expedient and eligible (all Circumſtances conſider d) as here in the New- 
England Congregations. For undoubtedly this particular Subſcription to 
that ſpecial Article about the Uſe of the Common- Prayer, is not juſtly tobe 
ſuppos'd of more extenſive Obligation in Point of Place, than his general 
Subſcription to the 39 Articles of Religion. And if we conſult the Ratification 
at the End of the Book of Articles, this expreſly tells us how far they extend 
by Force of the Subſcription, being only “ approved and allowed to be holden 
and executed wN THE REALM of England; and here it ſtops, with- 
out the Addition of * other Dominions,” as elſewhere ſometimes. Now 
this Ratification is one Thing expreſly included within the three, parti- 
cular Articles, our Author refers to, as what the Church eſteems of great 
Importance; andI think, Mr. H---d has ſubſcrib'd to the Ratification in 
the 3d Article, as well as to the Uſe of the common Prayer in the ſecond. By 
a ſair Conſequence then, laying theſe Things together, and interpreting 
the 2d Article by the 3d, his Subſcription to the Uſe of the Form in the Common- 
Prayer-Book preſcribed, AND NONE OTHER, muſt in Reaſon be conſtrued, at 
the moſt ; but only an Engagement tou/e that WIr Tat Ream, where 
it is by publick Authority eſtabliſh'd ; and not be m_ to extend its 
Obligation indifferently all over the World, or even ſo far as New England, 
which tho' belonging to the King's Dominions, yet is not wITHIN HIS REALM, 
but is included under the Name of Forercn Pants, conſtantly ſo apply'd 
even by the incorporated Society at home for propagating the Goſpel. 

And that the above Remark is not without very juſt Foundation, it 
way further help to convince you, if you'll inſpect che Canon next to 
that our Author has alledg'd on this Occaſion. The 37th Canon requir- 
ing the very ſame Subſcription, in Caſe of a licenſed Miniſter's coming to 
RESIDE IN ANY DIOCEss, ſays, He ſhall not be permitted TERRE to preach,--- 

C unleſs 
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unleſs he firſt conſent and ſubſcribe to the three Articles before-mentioned, | 
in the Preſence of the Bisnor of the Diockss wherein he is to preach ------ 
Now from the Tenor of this Canon it's evident, that the Article engaging | 
a Clergyman to uſe in publick Worſhip the Church of England Form, and | 
none other (whatever Senſe you put upon the Words) is only then obliga- 
tory to him, by Virtue of his Subſcription, while he is REs1DING in ſome 
Drocess, and offering himſelf THERE to preach.--- Confequently the Sub- 
ſeriber, tho' here in New- England (or other foreign Parts) he intermits 
the Uſe of the Forms of Prayer, and Orders and Ceremonies preſcribed in the 
Communion-Book, or the Book of Common-Prayer, yet he is not liable for 
this to the Penalties of the following (38th) Canon, under this Title, 
Revolters after Subſcription, cenſured. Nor yet of the 54th Canon, doom in 
ſuch as refuſe Conformity, to have their Licence taken from them. f. For if 
New-England be no Diocess, nor Part of a Diockss; if New-England 
have no Prelate appointed over it by publick Authority, and reſiding in 
it, nor belongs to any Prelate's Juriſdiction, to whom it is by Law ſub- 
ject and accountable ; I pray, Sir, who is there in this Caſe to call Mr. 
N. -d to a Reckoning, and execute the Cenſure upon him as a Revolter 
after Subſcription, or a Refuſer of Conformity, becauſe of his omitting here 
in foreign Parts to uſe the Chwch of England Forms and Orders! If he is 
obnoxious to Cenſure, he is according to the Run of the Canons only pun- 
iſbable by the Biſhop of the Dioceſs, or Ordinary of the Place having Epiſlapat 
Juriſdiction. But if here be no Dioceſs, if here be no Biſhop, or Ordinary o 
the Place having Epiſcopal Furiſdiction, if here be no Juriſdiction Eocleſiaſ- 
tical under any Biſhop or Arch. biſhop, to which Mr. Med is by Law ſub- 
jected; the Conſequence is clear to me, that in vain do any pretend his 
omitting the Church-Forms, in his Miniſtrations here in our publick Aſſem- 
blies, to be a puniſhable Breach of the Orders and Conſtitutions of the Church 
F England, or an Infringement upon his own Subſcription. 

You are ſenſible, Sir, it's of the very Nature of Laws and Canons, that 
they refer to Place, and be circumſcrib'd within Boundaries fix'd and cer- 
tzin.--- The Orders of the Church of England being limited to be held and 
executed wr THE REALM, the Clergy's Subſcription to them muſt of 
Conſequence have but a local and limited Obligation upon them to Con- 
formity; reaching at furtheſt only to an equal Extent with the Autho- 
rity and binding Force of the ſaid Orders themſelves,---Our Author then 
can never expect to carry his Argument againſt Mr. V. -d, unleſs he is 
able to prove, That no poſſible Change of Situation, no poſſible Altera- 
tion of Place in point of Reſidence, will infer any the leaſt Fariation as 
to the obliging Nature and Force of his Subſcription 5 but that the Caſe is 


+ N. B. Theſe are the Canons, which in a ſecand Letter to Mr. d, by Ca- 
nonicus, are trump'd up and improved againft him: And what I am ſaying in 
theſe Pages is applicable in Confutation of that trifling Piece, nor needs a- 
ny furthet Notice to be taken of it. 
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— the ſame, wherever he is, and the Reaſon of the Thing the ſame, under 
ging Wal! poſſible Variety of Circumſtances. ' Let him prove this, and he ſhall 
and be mihi magnus Apollo. i 
But our Author might be ask'd if he thinks Mr. V. -. d is juſtly charge- 
dme able with violating his Subſcription, by miniſtring in ScoTLAaND in like Man- 
Sub- ner as he has done in theſe Parts, without uſing the Epiſcopal Form of 
mics Religion? For if Mr. -d as thus managing there, is tho't juſtly to 
the ¶ be acquitted, I ſhould think by Parity of Reaſon, his Conduct here ought not 
for ¶ to be condemned in this Point; Becauſe the two Caſes, as they appear in 
---- W my View of Things, are at leaſt very nigh parallel: and if here (Sir) you 
differ from me in Opinion, I pray the Grounds of your Juogmenr.”— our 
if our Author, to be conſiſtent with himſelf, ſhould accuſe and cenſure his 
Conduct in SCOTLAND, as well as here, I think it's worthy of Conſideration, 
how egregiouſly he will thereby reflect upon the Church of England as de- 
ſective in her Charity, and violitide the Communion of Saints. For Mr. 
I/----d's Conduct there can't be condemn'd on the Foot of his Subſcription, 
without ſuppoſing that the Church of England intended, by impoſing upon 
her Clergy the Subſcription aforeſaid, to tie them up from occaſional Acts 
of Miniſterial! Communion with all other National Churches; not exceptin 
even her Siſter-Church of ScoTLanD, bordering ſo near upon her, and 
whoſe Proſperity ſtands ſo cloſely connected with her own. It muſt cer- 
4 tainly be a ſcandalous Imputation on the Church of England, to ſuppoſe 
al- her ſo unconſcionably higotred to her own eſtabliſh'd Form of Religion, as 
b- to forbid her Clergy all occaſional Conformity to the different Mode of Worſhip 
lis in a Siſter-Church, when Providence gives them an Opportunity, and their 
n- own Conſcience puts no Bar in the Way. That were in Effect to renounce 
ch the Communion of Churches ; this being very much ſupported and carry'd on 
by Clerical Communion, or the Interchange of mutual Offices of Love and 
at Aſſiſtance between their reſpective Miniſters. 
r- If you'll be pleas'd, Sir, to conſult the Articles, Canons, and Orders of the 
Church of England, and the Writings of her ancient Divines, vou will ſee 
of MW no Colour of Reaſon, for ſo diſhonourable a Thought of the Engliſh Refor- 


} mers, as if they were for laying an abſolute Prohibition upon the Clergy of 
- the Church of England, in Regard of Occaſional Communion with foreign 
n Churches, in the Adminiſtration of any Branch of their miniſterial Office. 
8 I am perſwaded, thoſe pious Reformers never meant to exclude the Prote/- 
- tant Churches abroad from their Charity, tho' differently conſtituted in Point 
$ of Eccleſiaſtical Government and external Modalities in Religion. They 
$ never meant to ſet up the Church of England for the Head & Centre of 


Chriſtian Unity, expecting all other Churches to reduce themſelves to her 
Standard, upon Pain of being ſhut out from her Charity and Fellowthip in 
the Goſpel.---No; fo far from this, that whoever converſes with their Re- 
. mains in Print, or with the Hiſtories of thoſe Times, will ſee abundant E- 


| vidence, that the Church of England, in that Day profeſſed a Carbolick Com- 
muniin 
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munion with the Reformed Churches, and were firmly united with them all in 
Charity and Affection, as Members of one Body with herſelf. Nor can it 
reaſonably.be ſuppos'd, they condemn'd the Miniſtry of all other Proteſtant 
Churches, while they did not renounce the Communion of the Churches 
themſelves. And ] believe, none but ſuch as have their Brain heated with 
the ſtrange Fire of Bigotry to the Engliſh:Epiſcopacy and Liturgy, and have 
got little narrow Party-Notions, the very Reverſe to thoſe of the firſt Refor- 
mers, can ever have it enter into their Head to imagine, that the Church of 
England has ſat up her ſelf for the only true Church upon Earth. 

Her 19th Article ve ehe no ſuchSchiſmatick Spirit; but frames the Defi- 
nition of a Church lawfully conſtituted, in ſuch large and general Terms, as to 
comprehend all the Foreign Proteſtant Churches, as well as herſelf. Thus ſays 
the Article, A viſible Church of Chriſt is a Congregation of faithful Men, in the 
which the pure Word of God is preached, and the Sacraments be duly adminiſtred ac- 
cording to Chriſt”s Ordinance, in all thoſe Things that of Neceſſity are requiſite 
to the ſame.” Bp. BukNET has this Remark upon it among others---- 
« We ought to ſearch the Scriptures, and then according as we find the Doc- 
« tring of any Church to be true in the Fundamentals, we ought to believe 
« her to be atrue Church: And if beſides this, the whole Extent of the 
« Doftrine and Worſbip, together not only with the eſſential Parts of the 
&« Sacraments, but the whole Adminiſtration of them and the other Rituals 
« of any Church are pure and true, then we ought to account ſuch a Church 
<«xrue:in-the largeſt Senſe of the Word True; and by Conſequence we 
* ought to hold Communion with it.“ Surely then the Church of England 
could not intend to confire her Clergy to her own Communion alone : 
and the Article leaves every one to the Exerciſe of his own private Judg- 
ment. The Biſhop's Expoſition of this Article might be confirm'd, I 
doubt not, from the Homilies and Prayers of the Church of England, and 
fromthe Writings of the Engliſh Biſhops and Divines in the beginning of 
the Reformation, which are the beſt Commentaries on the Articles, Re- 
markable is that Paſſage of the famous Hooks, in his Eccleſiaſtical Po- 
lity (Lib. 3. Sec. wy „For my own Part, altho' I ſee that certain Re- 
« formed Churches, the ScoTT1sH eſpecially and the FRxxch, have not that 
c which beſt agreeth with the ſacred Scripture, I mean the Government 
« that is by Biſhops, inaſmuch as both thoſe Churches are fallen under a 
c different Kind of Regiment, which for the one it is altogether too late, 
«and too ſoon for the other, during their preſent Affliction and Trouble, 
« this their Defe& and Imperfection I had rather lament in ſuch Caſe than 
« exagitate, Cc. ---After this, Sir, Ipreſume, none can reaſonably imagine, 
the great Hooker condemn'd and diſclaim'd the Miniſtry of the ScoTT15n, 
cr other Presbyterian Churches abroad. And he doubtleſs ſpake what was 
the general Senſe of the Church of England in his Day.---- But further, 
tis worthy of Remark, that ſometimes Miniſters having only Presbyterian 
Orders have been admitted (without Re-ordination ) to officiate 8 = 

ure 
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hurch of England. For Inſtance, as Mr. Strype, in his Life of GxmpaL 
\. Bp. of Canterbury, informs us, the ſaid Arch biſhop, licenſed Mr. Jobn 
lorriſon, a Scotch, Divine, to preach and adminiſter, the Sacraments any 
here within his Province, by Virtue of his Presbyterian Ordination. In 
is Licence 'tis expreſly noticed of him, e had been admitted to holy 
© Orders about five Years before, by the Synod (or Presbytery) of Lothian, 
according to the LAUDABLE Form and Rite of the Reformed Church of 
© SCOTLAND.” ---- Again, tis obſervable, the Church of England has not 
ſcrupled to do pubhck Honour to the Church of ScoTLaxD, even at a 
Time when the ſaid Scottiſh Church was presbyterian in her Conſtitution. 
For ſo it was, when theCanons were compiled: and yet in the 55th, whichis 
he Canon preſcribing the Preacher's Form of Prayer before Sermon, it is there 
enjoined on the Clergy to pray for the Church of ScoTLand by Name. 
I hope, this has not been any Occaſion of the modern Clergy's cuſtomary 
Omiſſion of the Canonical Form. ---- However, I ſhall reſt it with your 
Judgment, whether it be likely, that the Church of England, which by a 
ſolemn Canon and Conſtitution appoints the Church of ScoTLAND to be 
expreſly pray'd for by all the Clergy, ſhould ever deſign to brand tie 
Miniſtry of that Church as falſe or invalid, by precluding her Sons from 
all occaſional Commerce therewith in ſacred Adminiſtrations : which muſt 
be the Effect, if ſhe has ſet ſuch Limits to them in Relation to the Uſe of 
the Common- Prayer, as that without this, they muſt on no Occaſion preſume 
publickly to officiate in the Church of ScoTLAND.--- Again, Sir, it muſt 
needs be granted, the Church of ScoTLANnD ſtands at leaſt on equal Terms 
with the Engliſh Church, as the Church of Geneva. And yet, if you- 
have ſcen a certain Letter from the Univerſity of Oxroxp (dated Feb. 
5. 1706.!) and approv'd by her Maſters and Doctors in a general Convo- 
ca ion, which they ſent to the Genevan Miniſters, you may obſerve, tis 
directed To the Rev. Paſtors of the Church of Geneva : and in the Body 
of the Epiſtle you find their Teſtimony in theſe Words, The moſt ce- 
*« lebrated of our Divines have ALwaYs been Far from pronouncing ſuch a 
« Sentence on your Church, viz. it's being deſtitute of LaweuL PasToks, 
and Sacraments rightly adminiſtred.”------ Now it's well known, the 
Church of Geneva is Calvinian and Presbyterian ; and yet by the ſolemn 
Act of thisf amous Engliſh Univerſity, tis expreſly own'd to have aw 
PasTORS and Richr Adminiſtration of Sacraments. In this, we may rati- 
onally conceive, they ſpeak but the real Senſe of the Church of England. 
And after this, can it with any Shadow of Reaſon. be ſurmis'd, that this 
Univerſity, or this Church, wou'd refuſe Communion with the Church of 
GENEVA, by prohibiting her Sons occaſional Conformity there, or Com- 
munion with her lawful Paſtors, by aſſiſting them in the Word or Sacra- 
ments rightly adminiſtred ! Why then ſhould we imagine Mr. Whitefield, 
one of the Sons of Oxford, reſtrain'd by his Subſcription from commu- 
nicating with the Church of ScoTLAND, as laudable a reformed . as 
that 


22 An APOLOGY in Behalf of 


that of Geneva ? It were a Reproach upon the Church of England, to 
ſuppoſe ſhe meant this. | 

I'm ſure, there's no Colour of Reaſon for thisdiſhonourable Tho't, from 
the Church- Article (23d) Of miniſtring in the Congregation: where we have 
aDefmition of thoſe that are lawfully called and ſent to diſpenſe the Things of 
God. Look into it, and try (Sir) how you can reconcile what is ſaid there, to 
a Suppoſition of the Church of England's denying her Clergy all Miniſterial 
Communion (in publick Acts of Office) with the foreign Churches. It is there 
expreſ]y ſaid. Thoſe we ought to judge lawfully called and ſent i. e. to ex- 
ecutethe Office of publick Preaching and adminiſtring the Sacraments in 
the Congregation | which be choſen and called tothis Mort by Men, who have 
public Authority given unto them, in the Congregation, to call and ſend Mini- 
ters into the Lord's Vineyard.”---- Says Biſhop BuRNeT upon it, “ This is 
put in very general Words, far from that Magiſterial Stiffneſs, in which 
« ſome have taken upon them to dictate in this Matter. The Article 
<«« (fays he) does not reſolve this into any particular Conſtitution : but leaves 
e the Matter open and at large, for ſuch Accidents as had happened, and 
«© ſuch as might ſtill happen. Thoſe who drew it, had the State of the 
% ſeveral Churches before their Eyes, that had been differently reform» 
e ed,” &. The Biſhop afterwards obſerves, We are very ſure, that not 
«© only Thoſe who penned the Articles, but the Body of this Church for a- 
c bove half an Age after, did---acknowledge the foreign Churches----to be 
ee true Churches, as to all the Eſſentials of a Church, though they had been 
eat firſt irregularly formed, and continued ſtill in that imperfect State. 
« And therefore the general Words, in which this Part of the Article is 
« framed, ſeem deſigned on Purpoſe not to exclude them. - Ne cloſes his 
Expoſition with this Obſervation,---* And thus what Thoughts ſoever pri- 
e vate Men, as they are Divines, may have of thoſe irregular Steps, the 
&« Article f the Church is conceived in ſuch large and general Words, that 
c no Man by ſubſcribing it is bound up from freer and more comprehenſive 
c Thoughts.” 

Now the Article (view'd in thisLight theBp. ſets it in) Mr.. · d has ſub- 
ſcrib'd to, and that «villingly and ex animo, believing it agreeable to the Word 
of God: And finding the other Churchesabroad,tho* reform'd differently from the 
Church of England, yet by the Articles were not deny'd, but implicitly own- 
ed to be true Churches, and that * neither our Reformers, nor their Suc- 
ceſſors for near 80 Years after the Articles were publiſhed, did ever queſti- 
on the Conſtitution of ſuch Churches; and finding himſelf, © not bound 
« vp from thoſe freer and more comprehenſive Thoughts,” to which he was 
diſpos'd, but rather bound to them, by ſubſcribing to the Articles of the 
Church ; he did therefore juſtly conclude himſelf but in the Exerciſe of 
his lawtul Liberty, if not Duty, while practiſing Occaſional Conformity in the 
Church of Scotland, and holding Communion with the Clergy there, whom, 
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ord's Vineyard, and fo to judge himſelf by his Subſcription; obliged to 
eceive and own as his Brethren in the Fellowſhip of the Goſpel. 

I may further obſerve, that ſince the Union of the two Kingdoms, when 
he Church of Scotland 2 differently reformed) was put on the ſame 
oot with the Church of England, in Point of Legal Eſtabliſhment; it can- 
ot (I think) be reaſonably call'd in Queſtion, whether the two National 
burches are not to be reputed in full Charity with one another, as Siſter- 
hurches, notwithſtanding their varying Conſtitutions, and Orders, Rites 


ind Cuſtoms, in Point of Worſhip and Diſcipline.---And in this State of the 


aſe ſurely occaſional Communion of theſe two eſtabliſhed Churches with one 
nother, particularly by their Clergy in publick Acts of mutual Aſſiſtance 
nd Pulpit-Help in ſpecial, as they have fair Opportunity, and ſo far as 
ay well conliſt with the Conſervation of their reſpective Forms, Or- 
lers and Conſtitutions Eccleſiaſtical, appears one very ſignificant Expreſ- 
ion of their mutual Charity and chriſtian Union. Where there's a Con- 
ord between two Churches in the Eſſentials of Chriſtianity, a known 
mity of Faith, in Things neceſſary and fundamental, and beſides this an 
nity 4 Worſhip, by an Agreement in all the general Things neceſſary 
nd eſſential to chriſtian Worſhip, here's (as it ſhould ſeem) a loud Call 
o mutual Forbearance, and Compliance in the leſſer Modalities of Religion 
s far as will ſtand with an upright Conſcience :\ and methinks, if it looks 
ike a criminal Frowardneſs and ſchiſmatical Humour in one of theſe Churches 
o obtrude her peculiar Opinion and Practice upon the other in thoſe ex- 
-a-e[jential Points, wherein they differ, as indiſpenſable Terms of Com- 
1unjon of Members, it is certainly worſe ſtillia that Church to interdict 
er Clergy from all occaſional Communion with the other, where they 
e Light for a Compliance. To ſuppoſe. the Church of England hath 
lone this, is to caſt a black Reproach upon her, as a Separatiſt from the 
hole chriſtian World: Nor indeed can I diſcover any juſt Foundation 
or ſo unworthy a Tho't of her. AtleaſtI can ſee nothing at all in her 
book of Articles, which the Clergy ſubſcribe to, that carries the Face of 
iis: Nor am I appris'd of any authentick or valuable Expojation, that 
arries the Senſe of them this Way. Forward Jinpoſers of Epiſcopal 
orms and Orders may perhaps interpret the Articles into this Senſe; But 
know of no Authority they have to interpret them for others. , The 
lergy, left to the free Exerciſe of their private Judgment, will doubt- 
s interpret differently the common Rules, they have ſubſcrib'd to: and 
s every one has a Right to enjoy his own private Thoughts in diſpucahle, 
latters, ſo likewiſe has he a Right to act upon em, where he does not 
ee ſuch Exerciſe of his Liberty will interfere with the publick Good, the 
vowed Deſign of all Law and Rule. | 

Accordingly Mr. Yhitefield eſteeming himſelf at Liberty to conduct. 

the Caſe of occafional Communion as ſhould (all Circumſtances weighed)) 
ppear beſt and moſt eligible in his own private Judgment, hag REED, 

pleas 
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pleas d to uſe his lawful Liberty when in ScoTLanD, by practiſing occa 
* ſional Fellowſhip with that allowedly true and reformed Church, and e 
qually eſtabliſhed by Law as the Church of England, which he belong'd 
to. Nor, after this View of the Caſe, can I imagine 'e'er a Biſbop in 
England would preſume to call Mr. - d to an Account, and cenſure 
him for his Occaſional Conformity and Communion with the Church of 
ScoTLaND. I think, this would be a flying in the Face of their ow 
Articles and Canons. as well as of Scripture and Reaſon. As for the Word 
of God, the great Charter of our holy Religion, this not only teaches us 
that there is one Lord, and one Body, but requires Chriſtians to keep the 
Unity of the Spirit ; and therefore, when Providence gives an Opportuni 
ty, forbids them to refuſe Communion with a true Church, holding the Head 
and in point of religious Rituals (as well as Opinions) impoſing nothing 
repugnant to Scripture-Rule.----As for the Voice of Reaſon, this con- 
firms the Dictates of Revelation in the Cafe. Every one's own Reaſon 
muſt inform him, that Duty admits of Alteration according to the Varie- 
ty of Times and Situations a Man may be in: ſo that what may be © 
Obligation in one Seaſon, or Circumſtance, is not ſo in another. For In 
ſtance, the Interpoſition of publick Authority may, in Things intifferent 
very much alter a Caſe, and make that a Duty, or expedient, which 
otherwiſe we might think to be not ſo. Ar leaſt this is the Doctrine 
of the Church of England in her goth Canon, which ſays, © Things 0 
cc themſelves indifferent do in ſome ſort alter their Natures, when they ar 
ce either commanded or forbidden by a lawful Magiſtrate, and may not l 
omitted at every Man's Pleaſure, contrary to the Law, when they be com 
« manded, nor uſed when they are prohibited.“ I may juſtly add upon 
it, That where they are neither commanded nor prohibited by Law, and 
ſo are left in their native State of Indifference, here certainly it is at 
every Man's Pleaſure, either to uſe or to omit them, as he judges ( upot 
Conſideration of all Circumſtances) wiſeſt and moſt expedient, both in Re 
gard to his own private Benefic and the publick Good. --- The Alteratio 
of Place, in point of ſettled Abode, or occaſional Reſidence, very ofte 
produces an Alteration in point of Duty. It's a Maxim founded in Rea 
ſon, that where the Grounds of any Duty no longer ſubſiſt, there the Ol 
gation is difcontinu'd. Thus the ſpecial Oath of a Fuſtice obliges him 
while in his own proper County or Circuit: but ceaſes to bind him, i 
point of Action, when out of his Civil Boundaries. And, to reduce thi 
to the Caſe before us, why ſhould it be tho't, the ſpecial Promiſe and 
Subſcription of a Clergyman of the Church of England, in Relation to the 
Uſe of her Forms and Orders, is any more binding to him when not per 
ſonally within the Church or Realm? The main End of the ſaid Subſcrip 
tion is doubtleſs to keep up Uniformity of publick Worſhip wWirm 11 
Cnvrcn, and maintain the common Order of the Church within his Maje 
ty's Realm of ExcLaxv. And how that is infring'd by Mr. MA, 

occaſrond 
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42 0 1 4 i, his radtiſes when abroad, out of the Bounds 'of 
* 4, is 25 Gulty; that Want to have oe 
wk "Mr ir. 19-4, " colieltde: M Opinion wich the Church of Ziglandin her 
ſured 4th Article, which he has ſuhſeribꝰd with the: reſt, and where we bead, t 
% ss not neceſſary, that Traditions and Ceremonies be in all Places one, or u. 
own tert alite: for at all Times they have been divers, and may be changed ac+ 
mn cording to the Diverſity of Countries, Times, and Men's Manners,'/e-that 
( nsctbing be ordained againſt God's Word. — — Every Particular or "National 
p thee Curch hath Authority to ordain, change, and aboliſh Ceremonies" or Rites 
| « of the Church, ordained only by Man's Authority, ſo that all Things be dowe 
Head 10 Edifying.” '— Well, purſuant to his Subſcription to this Article, and in 
thing full Accord with the Principles there advanced, was Mr. 4's Practice 
con-Mwhen in ScoTLaxy ; where he might juſtly hold himſelf, by this Article, * 
2aſonſF at leaſt permitted and authoriz'd occaſionally to conform to the Mode of + 
arie- \V orſhip in that Country, as not apprehending the ſame repugnant'to the 
oe oli //7ord of God; and in Conſequence of this his Apprehenſion, might rea- 
r In. fonably look upon himſelf, by his Subſcription, oblig d not to offend againſt 
erent. the common Order of the Church by Law eſtabliſfd Tarr, as well as not to 
/hichMWoffend, when in ExcLanD, againſt the FEET EE! the ner oe 
trineFWeſtabliſh'd Law. - 
g offs Now the Cafe, in Mr. As View of it, as well 8! mine; iS — 
aq ſame here in New. England; which is a Country of Nonconformiſts, a Peo- 
not he ple though ſubject to the Kine of Great-Britain, yet not included within 
com-Whis Realm of ExcLanD, any more than his Majeſty*s Subjects in Sceflard ; 
uponand who not only enjoy full Liberty of Conſcience by Royal Charter,” but 
an have our Eccleſiaſtical Immunities, Privileges and Uſages in Region, rat 
is fd and confirm'd, and fully ſecured to us by expreſs Lat, under the Rov- 
upogg ar. Sanction; as good a Tenure, for ought I know, if not as that by which 
n Refthe Church of England herſelf hotds the Rights of her National Hierarchy 
in general,yet at leaſt as that by which the i ops hold their Right to got ern 
by herCazons and Conſtitutions Eccleſiaſtical. If therefore Mi. .d, tho 
Realty Profeſſion and Character an Epiſcopal Clergyman, finds a Freedom in 
his Conſcience to affociate himſelf to the Communion of our Congregational 
Churches, and to miniſter in our Pulpits, he may juſtly repute himſelf vir- 
1 ne licenſed by the 34th Article of his own Church to do it, and by his 
e tription inhibited and reſtrained from offending againſt the common 
: w +; of the Worthip'of God in this Land. So far i Mr. Nd, as # Mi- 
iſter of the Church of England from being legally forbidden, that he is ru. 
pſerip ner legally required, and by Virtue of his own Subſcription ſolemhly en- 
ru Rageq and bound to practiſe Occaſional Conformity to the receiv'd Cuſtoms 
and Uſages of the Country, in Religious Worſhip, tho“ varying from the 
1 Epiſcopal Rites and Modes; while he ſees no Repygnancy in them to the 
1ſions Verd of God, nor indeed itt Strictneſs of Speech) any Repugnanc to the 
D Re- 
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Requirements of bis. c, Ghurch, For you are ſenſible, i That chen wif 
one Lau properly ſaid ity be repugnar? to angther, when theſe, Laws are not 
only of a contrary Tenar, but made by Jawful, Authority obliging to Peo 
of the ſame Plate. This is plain, I think, in the Cafe of 4s e Parks 
ment touching Civil Matters: which, unleſs they expreſly name the Planta 
tions, or his Majeſty's Dominions in America, or the like, theſe are taken to 
be not included within the faid National Laws ; of at leaſt the Charter-Go 
vernments here are not underſtood. to be precluded from their Privilege e 
making Acts and Laus touching the ſame Matters, of a contrary or differ. 
ent Tenor, which, nevertheleſs, are not deem'd repugnant to the Laws of the 
Nation. — Now, Sir, I believe, you are alſo ſenſible, that the Canons & Conſti- 
tutions Eeclęſiaſtical, in whatever Force at Home, don't at all affect us in 
foreign Parts, by dint of their own Authority, but only in the Caſe of vo- 
luntary Submiſſion: Nor can theſe Church - Canons be ſuppos'd to affect us, 
in the preſent State of our Civil Policy, unleſs by fome Law of our own 
they were adopted and enforc'd, or elſe by ſome Alt of Parliament they 
had their Authority and binding Force extended to the King's foreign Co- 
lonics, Provinces and, Plantations in America. You may obſerye, Sir, that 
even King James, in his Letters Patent ratifying and cliabliſhing the ſaid 
Conftitutions and Canons, does not carry his Injunction of obſerving and ex- 
ecuting the ſame beyond the Limits of © the Province of Cquierbury and 
York”, in his Kingdom of Exgland, Neither indeed dots the Ad of Uni. 
formity itſelf touch the Plamations, but is confin'd expreſly to the Bounds 
of ExolL AND and WaALEs, and the Town of Berwick,— It is impoſſible 
therefore, I think, for Mr. d, in the preſent Caſe, to be convinced of the 
Law as a Tranſgreſſer : for, as ſaith the Scripture, Where no Law is, ther 
is no Tranſgreſſion. For Sin is the Tranſerefſion of the Law. Therefore, Si 
ig not imputed, when there is no Law. — And in Truth, as for ſuch in 
foreign Parts that have gone over to the Church of England, and volunt- 
rily oblig'd themſelves by theClergy-Sub/cription, and Oath of Canonical O. 
bedience, I am at a Loſs, among thoſe that exerciſe any Ecelgſiaſtica Furif 
'diftion within the Realm, wo it is that is their proper Biſbop, or Ordinary 
to whom they are duly ſubjected, either by Rœyal Order, or by Parliament 
Deciſion ; one or other of which, for ought I can ſee, in the preſent Sta 
of Things, is the only Foot, on which any. Prelate of Exglan ne 
a lawful Right and Authority to exerciſe Eccleſiaſtical Juriſdictios in the 
his Majelty's remote Dominions, or have Power to enjain the Church-Ca 
ons; Conſtitutiens and Orders upon the Epiſcopal Clergy here, and in Con- 
ſequence thereof to puniſh Delinquents. And in my humbleOpinion, if an 
Biſhop of the Church of England takes upon him to exerciſe ſuch 7uriſaic 
tion here without lawfulRight, he makes an unjuſtifiable Excurſion beyond 
his proper Line; and his extra- dioceſan Cenſures in the Caſe of any Clergy 
ank 


| — 
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. 8 05 75 tax'd with liſconduct in New-En land, might be eaſily war- 
V 
FZ, 0 > RS) ve 10 glerth 
500 Now, tho Mr, / -d did in Kugland ſulbtrit tb chõd uſual Gh ſcr ip uncl 
H WM Oath, yet the Obligation, upon him to Cunontenl Obedience cannot, in any juſt - 
Conſtruction, be zudg'd more than co-extenfrot with the binding Force of the 


Authority ao Power of bis Ordhnaxy'and other chief Miniſters vf the Church, 


90 1173 N vis LIES : 
A unto whom has been contmitred the Chirgt and Government over. hing."— Wt is 
fer worthy of Notice, Sir, that when theGovernours of 1h+ Charrh do ndt enforce 


the! any particular Canon by their expreſs InjunFion thereof, and Demand of Cyn- 
ormily, to it in their proper Eccleſiaſtical Diſtrifts, then the|Clergy (as ſome 
of. their moſt judicious Writers inform us, ts their common Senſt upon the 
Caſe) dane Bold themſclves bound by xheir Oatb, to conform and obep in 
ſuch Inſtance: Not indeed, if an actual Demand be madeg ds they, 00% 
upon themſelves oblig*d to ahiolute Obedience to the Canon, | exclilwve of 
their own Right of private Judgment, which (as the ſame Writers obſerve) 
is always.ſuppos'd reſerved to them inviolate. And ſurely then, here che 
Governours of the ueber England have no Poren to eehte the Canons, 
no lazyful Authority fo enjgin'th , fo conſecuentiy ua Rigi to demand O- 
bedience, it's ſelf-evident, that There the Cletgy's Oath of Canomat Ohe- 
dience is of 20 Force to bind their Conſcience. -— This Argument I think a 
full Vindication of Mr, J/—d's Conduct (equally in Neo. Exgland, as in 
Scotland). with Regard to his diſu/ing the Church Hum in publick Pra 
and Adminiſtration of the Sacraments, norwäthſtanding what bur 4uiber 
has pleaged againſt him from the Arlitleſ and Canons —=And1 muſt profeſs, 
upon the whole, I can ſce no Obligation on him, nor juſt Reaſon as yet for 
him, either to *renounce his Subſcription, or to alter his 'CanduB.”” He's re- 
duc'd to no ſuch Dilemma at preſent: but without gratifying our Aunbor in 
either Part ot his. Admonition, may ſtill *approve himſelf a/con/fifent upright 
Man.” : | Inge; 207 91h Yo FO OD eee vic 
But ſo. much for this Time. | You'll exc uſe the delaying my further 
Remarks, for the Contents of my next. In the mtan Time, let us pray for 
Light, and Grace, and Peace, thro' our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, to be multiply?d - 
to us, and to all his Miniſters and People. Iam, Sir. 
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] now a little at Leaſure to attend the Lx r in its next Paragraph, 


where our Huber eſſays to abviate an excufatory Plea, that he thought 
ann . | I | p probably 


was * 
1+: 


Canons&Conſtuvutions themſelbes, or more than commenturiteweith the lawful * 
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probably Mr. Ve- might alledge in Fayour of his Conduct, from che Ex 
ample of © other the Church-Cleryy, tuo may att as little conſiſt'niiy, in att 
' Reſpetts;” But this, ſays he, 4s nothing 19-the Point in hand,” — Howe vez 
I think it not ſo generous a in him, to refuſe Mr. d the Advan- 
. rage of a Plea in Apalogy for himſelf, which if his Conduct be really cul- 
pable, beſure will not juſtify, yet may extenuate it, — And if it be Fact, 
that Mr. N does herein act as conſiſtentiy as others of the Church- Cl 
do in otber reſpecto, I can't think with our Author, that his pleaditig this 
would be nothing to the Point in hand. For there may be Caſes, 3 — 
- approv'd general Example, or allow'd prevalent Cuſtom, which very much 
| — the publick or common Senſe of a receiv'd Rule, is juſtly improvabk 
by a particular Perſon in Vindication, of his Conduct, either directly with 
relation to that, or with relation to any other lite Rule, by proportion, and 
fity of Reaſon. + Thus, in the preſent Caſe of Subſcription to the ſtated 
ſe of the Form of Prayer in the Common prayer-book preſcribed, in publitl 
Prayer, and none other, — if the Meaning be ſcrew'd up to the Height, if 
the Expreſſion be underſtood in its Rigour, and taken abſolutely, without 
any Reſerve, without Exception of any poſſible Caſe, or any the leaſt Abate 
ment of the Senſe, I ſay, then the 2vbole Body of the Epiſcopal Clergy thre 
the Nation; at home and abroad, are liable to fall into the ſame Condem 
nation with Mr. W—4, as Violators of their Subſcription. For ( as'alreath 
obſerv d) it's their common Practice, in their Pulpit-Prayer (or Prayer þ 
fore Sermon) to vary from the preſcript Form; either inſtead thereof uſing 
ſome Collect in the Book, not appointed ſpecially for that Occaſion, or uſing 
a Form of their own compoſing, or elſe praying in the extempore-way, juſt a 
their ſeveral Inclinations lead them. The univerſal Example of the Clery 
- of the Church, in thus taking Liberty to order their Pulpit- Prayer, ever 
Man as he pleaſeth, notwithſtanding they have ſubſcrib'd to uſe the appointe 
Form, AND NONE OTHER, manifeſts it to be the common Senſe of the whol 
Body of theClergy,that they are not under an abſolute total Reſtraint from 
fer praying, in the publick Aſſembly, as our Author ſeems to repreſent thei 
Caſe; and therefore that theirSub/cr:ption is not to be underſtood in theStrict 
neſs of the Letter, but admits of a qualify'd Senſe.—And it is a Conſiderat 
on, which ſerves to ſtrengthen my Argument, that norwithſtanding the Dif 
ters have often alledg d this in Controverſy, as a Vindication of heir : 
of praying, againſt the Reproaches caſt upon it by certain Bigors to the L 
turgy, yet it has occaſion'd no zliteration of the Clergy's Practice: And tho 
ſome over-· heated Zealots among the Church. Clergy have often complain 
of this free praying before Sermon, as an unwarrantable Innovation and Ir 
regularity, which Diſſenters make an ill Handle of, to ſerve their Cauſe, ye 
it has never produc'd any public Cenſure on the Practice. Nay, I preſum 
even the Biſhops conform to the prevailing Uſage, and do themſelves neg 
lect the eſtabliſh'd Rule in this Inſtance, nor make any Scruple of f 


OTHE 


the Rev. Mr. Wyiitzritto. . | 29 
oTHtr Form or Manner of praying before Sermon, than is by public Autho | 


other rity preſeribed in that Caſe.—It's well known, the Bidding Form (ſo called) 
ever, WY is ſince antiquated, and grown out of Date; no longer; uſed, I ſuppoſe; 
lvan-W by a Rage Man of the Cergy.— There is ſuch a Thing in Fact, as Laws and 


Canons being antiquated, or generally and 12 diſpenſed with, tho 
never formally and authoritatively repeal'd. And in ſuch Caſe the Go- 
vernment does not interpoſe, to exact the Obſervance of thoſe obſolete 
Rules, or puniſh the Violation of them. Therefore, Sir, Lou muſt not 
ſtrain the Point of Subſcription, as our Author has done in Mr. -s Caſe, 
leſt you ſhould condemn the Body of the Clergy of this Generation, yea, and of 
paſt Generations too, as ** ating a wicked infincere Part, while varying 
from the Commen Order of the Church, in the Inſtance above-mention'd. 
Surely we ſhould make all poſſible Allowances, to avoid breaking Charity: 
and the Caſe now before us has an equal Claim to our Candour, I think, as 
the other. | | tl» 61 
Do (Sir) but conſider Mr. #/—4 as ſtanding in an Episcor l Pulpit, 
in any one ſuch thro* all England, Ireland, or America, and you'll find he 
is allow'd by Catom, which they ſay is Common Law, to depart from the 
preſcrib'd Form, and to practiſe praying freely, juſt in the Manner he does 
at-this Time in New England ;—the ſame which, I ſuppoſe, he was wont 
to do in England, while he had the Uſe of the Publick Churches, No Man 
FOR BIDDING HIM. The only Difference is, that in that Caſe, beſides the 
Pulpit-free-prayer, there muſt be the proper Forms for the Reading-Deſt 
previouſly us'd, by himſelf or another. While then you ſuſpect him of 
violating bis Subſcription, you will do well (Sir) to take Care that you be 
not Partial in the Law. | | 
Pleaſe, Sir, to conſider, as Mr. -- is Providentially here in theſe Parts, 
and diſpos'd (fo he ſolemnly profeſſes) upon the Principles of Brotherly 
Kindneſs and Charity, and the Communion of Saints, to cultivate a Corre- 
ſpondence with the Churches and Miniſters of New England, hoping to ſub- 
ſerve the beſt Intereſt of this People, and willing for that Purpoſe to mini- 
fter in the Congregations here, who are alſo willing (many of them at leaſt) 
to attend his Miniſtrations, but ſtill perhaps generally ſcrupulous of 
Joining with him in the Uſe of the Liturgy; is there not a viſible Neceſſi- 
ty, in the Caſe, if he officiates in Preaching, that upon the Goſpel- Rule of 
ie L pleaſing others for their Good to Edification, and giving none Offence, he o- 
d tho mit the Uſe of the Prayer-Book on ſuch Occaſions, and pray memoriter, or 
lain pray extempore, or elſe not pray at all !— And if in ſuch Caſe he chuſes 
nd Il the unſtinted Way, Can any Man forbid the Uſe of a natural Right 
ſe, ye and a ſpiritual Gift, that be ſhould not pray in this free Manner, 
ſum 4s well gs wwe ? — Nor indeed, Sir, is Mr. - the only Example in 
3 neg this kind, that has been known in New-England. An Inſtance, within my 
” own 


96 An APOLOGY in Bebalf ef 


own Memory; I thinkit not amiſs to mention. AC the Church, 
whom I was well acquainted with, and a Gentleman of ſtanch — 
Principles, both as to Epiſcopacy and Liturgy, as well as of a good Beha 
viour, I mean the late Rev. Mr. Chriſlopher Bridge, formerly QuE EN s Chap: 
lain at the Chappel in Baſton, but — of Rye, happning (I think it 
was the Caſe more than once) occaſionally in his Travels thro Connacticu 
to be on the Lord's-day at Stonixgion (as I remember) where the aged and 
venerable: Mr. Noyes was then Miniſter, and being kindly invited by, him iq 
to his Puipit, he readily comply'd to give him his Help, and in his Prayers 
before and after Sermon, conform'd (like Mr. ] to the Cuſtom of the 
Place, making no Uſe of his Boot; nor indeed making any Uſe of Notes in 
his Preaching, — I had the Account from his on Mouth And tho” che 
Bond of Subſcription was the ſame in his Caſe, as in Mr. As, yet I cou'd 
never perccive that he himſelf in the leaſt ſuſpected his having violated it 
in that Article of his Conduct, but us'd to ſpeak of it as an Example of 
Candour on both Sides: nor can I learn that: the Reproach was ever caſt 
upon him from any Quarter, of acting a wicked inſincere Pari, in what he did on 
that Occaſion. I think, this is to the Point in Hand; nor can our auler 
turn it off with ſaying, it was an acting inconſiſtently in other Reſpetts,7 
for Mr. Bridge and Mr. Mbhitefeld appear to be in the ſame Predicamen.:. 
But to go on with our Author 
He next mentions a P OSE. the Clergy of the Church: make atughgir 
entring into Orders, in Anſwer to a Queſtion put to them by the ; 
and which Mr. II -d hath ſolemnly and repeatedly, led bis S 
of at the bleſſed Sacrament : importing, that;he-reſolv'd  *4y. the. Help. 
the Lord, to give his faithful Diligence aLwavs 9e miniſter ibe ERS 
SACRAMENTS 5 of Cx IST, aste Lon p bath commande, and 
AS THIS CHURCH AND REALM HATH RECEIVED THE SAME ACCORDING 
"TO THE COMMANDMENT or GOD, ſo that he.mmay teach: the People con- 
milted to bis Care and Charge with E Diligence to keep and obſerve the 
"ſame.”” Now our Author ſuſpetts Mr.\l/—d's' Practice in New-England by | 
conforming to the Manner of theſe Churches, and not keeping to the Rules 
and Forms of his own Communion- Boot, in miniſtring the Sacrament among 
us, is an! open Violation of his Promiſe” aforeſaid ; and ſeems to think him 
juſtly accuſable of © aggravated Prevarication, to fay nothing worſe,” P on 
But I think, Sir, the Difficulty here (take it at the worſt) is not i 
Ne: but adinks' of much rhe ſame eaſy Solution, as that before on the head 
of Subſcription. This Declaration or Promiſe at entring into holy Orders 
I mean fo far as it relates to the FaRTICULar Mop of Miniftration uſed 
in the Church of - England) carries with it, not an abſolute and unbounded, 
but only a local and Himited Obligation. Its binding Force upon the Pro- 
miſer, even at the very largeſt Extent in Reaſon ſuppoſable, is only while 
he is perſonally reſiding wiriIx THE CHURCH AND REALM, where the 
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N e Feen and Conſtitutions are receiv'd and held in 
Forge. Nor does the Particle (Al wa vs) which our Author puts an Em- 
phaſis upon, alter the Caſe, or ſtretch the Senſe beyond the Bounds menti- 
oned. You can't be inſenſible, Sir, that ſuch Terms of Univerſality, tho? 
deliver'd abſolutely, are often to be conſtru'd in a more lax and qualify*d 
Senſe : in many Caſes, the very Nature and Reaſon of Things obliges us 
to not take them in the moſt extenſive Senſe, but to put ſome Reſtriction 
upon their Meaning. Nor is it acting an ingenuous Part, to urge fo migh- 
ty a Conſequence, as is depending in the preſent Caſe, upon the meer Force 
of a Word, taken by our Author in an unreſtrain d, when it fairly admits 
of a limited Signification. And as it is here apply'd, it muſt be underſtood 
with ſome Abatements from the ſtrong univerſal Senſe, For Inſtance, un- 
derſtanding the Promiſe here of a direct Promiſe AL WAS to miniſter, &c. 
may it not admit of ſuch limited Conſtructions as the following? ALwars 
ſo long as I am where I May miniſter in this Form and Manner.—(For what 
a learned Defender of the Church of England has ſaid about the Burial- 
Office in particular, I think is applicable as to all the Offices and Forms in 
general, We [the Clergy] give our Aſſent to the Uſe of it, where it may be 
uſed, and that is all.“ Gr: ALiways, ſo long as I am riding in any Dio- 
ceſs :—Or, ALways, ſo long as I am within the Church and Realm of Eng- 
land, where this Form of Miniſtration is received as according to the Com- 
mandments of God. — And it's obſervable, the Manner of Expreſſion in the 
Promife itſelf [as this Choxch and REALM bath received the ſame] points 
us very plainly to the laſt Reſtriction. And I conclude, Mr. -d, when 
miniſtring in the publick Churches, has never been wanting to his Pro- 
miſe, but aLways careful to practiſe full Conformity to the Church of Eng- 
land, in his Sacramental Miniſtrations, during his Stay wil bin the Realm. 

But ſtill, upon a Review of this Promiſe, I find by the Tenor of it Room 
for another Reſtrictian, which reduces the Obligation of it within the narrow- 
eſt Limits, not exceeding the Bounds of even that ſingle Congregetion, where 
he has Charge. Surely, His Promiſe in Anſwer to the Qugſtion put to him 
at Ordination, ought in all Reaſon to be interpreted as carrying an Aualo- 
O or Proportion with the Biſhop's Demand. Now the Words of the Queſ- 
tion run in this Connection, Mill you give your faithful Diligence al waxs 
to miniſter the Doctrine, and Sacraments, and Diſcipline of CuRIST, | as the 
Lord hath commanded, and as Tris Chuck and REALM bath received the 
fame, according to the Commandments of Cd] So THAT YOU MAY-TEACH 


- 
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uſed IAE PropLE coMMITTED To YOUR CARE AND CHARGE With all Dili- 
ded, ¶ gence ts keep and 8bſerve the ſame? To which the Anſwer made, is this, 
Pro- Iwill do ſo by the Help of the Lord.“ Interpreting then the Anſwer by 
vhile MW the Queſtion, it muſt be allow'd, the direct View of this Engagement 1s to 
e the ¶ a particular Charge ; and the End expreſly aimed at, is, Teaching ibe People 


committed ia bis Care, &c. This laſt Clauſe (in my Opinion) — the 
ente 
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Senſe of the whole Period: and plainly manifeſts the juſt _ Extent of the 
Promiſe here made. Hence then, according to the expreſs Letter of thi 
Quęſtion and Anfever, if the Promiſe be underſtood of miniſtring by the pub 
lickly receiv'd Forms, and Rules preſcrib'd in the Prayer-Book, a Chrgy 
man is not bound by his ſaid Promiſe, .to obſerve the fame in a Variety 0 
Caſes that may happen; as, if he at preſent has not @ People committed 1 
his Care, or is occaſionally miniſtring out of his particular Charge, &:r.— 
However, certainly it does not oblige him to impoſe the A OE. Forms 
upon another Congregation, ſcrupling the Uſe of them, and yet where he 
may be both invited and inclined to miniſter. —I ſhall make no other Apo. 
logy for this Way of arguing, but that if our Author is for taking the Ad- 
vantage of a Literal Meaning in the Word- Al was, uſed in the firſtClauſe 
of the Paſſage before us, I think, he cannot conſiſtently refuſe me the L 
berty of taking an equal Advantage from the Uſe of the Words—PtorL 
and CHARGE, in the laſt Clauſe of the ſame Paſſage. 

However, Sir, I muſt confeſs, I have faid all this only by way of Arg: 
mentum ad hominem, or in Accommodation to the wrong Notion 9 
this Promiſe, ſuggeſted by our Author, I ſuppoſe, inadvertently. Fog 
if you'll pleaſe to review the Biſhop's Queſtion, tis obvious, that M. 
-, in his Anſwer, did not direly promiſe (whether aLwavys, of 
otherwiſe) in fact to miniſter as this Church and Realm hath received, &t. 
but only that he would GIVE mis FAITHFUL DILIGENCE aftways to miniſ 
Vas aforeſaid, —Neither, did he, in this Place, promiſe ſo much as that u 
niverſally and indefinitely, but with an expreſs } amitation to THE PEOPLI 
COMMITTED TO HIS CARE AND CHARGE. A Reſtriction evidently cou. 
ched in his Premiſe, by the ſtrongeſt Implication. So that when in Prov. 
dence he is excentrical to his ſtated Charge at any Time, he has a tempora 
ry Releaſe from his Promiſe, ſo far as relates to his miniſtring, or even tt 
his giving Diligence to miniſter, according to the Church. Forms, Notwith 
ſtanding, for Argument's Sake, I will wave the Advantage of thoſe reſtrain 
ing Words, and grant that by Parity of Reaſon his Promiſe may oblige 
him beyond the Limits of his own particular Chorge : Yer it is poſſible, in 
ſome Caſes, he may be punctual to his Promiſe aforeſaid, tho* he actualhj 
miniſter in the Congregation without uſing the Epiſcopal Forms. For is 
it not a poſſible Caſe, that he may Give HIS FAITHFUL DILIGENCE 4 
eways to miniſter, in the Way and Manner of the Church of England, an 
yet it be out of his Power ſometimes to miniſter thus in Fact? For Inſtance 
when in his occaſional Travels he comes into a Place peopled wholly wit 
Diſſenters from the Church of England, who being diſaffected to Book-pray- 
ing, would take Offence at his uſing the Lilurgy, but will gladly receive hin 
without it, I don't ſee that his Promiſe binds him in this Caſe, to forbea! 


miniſtring at all, meerly becauſe the People fo N won't ſuffer him 
uppoſing there be Epiſcopa 
7 by 


to'miniſter in the Epiſcopal Way. — Or, again, 
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as well as Diſſenting) u in the Place, to whom, were Ac. 
ceſs allow d him, he would freely miniſter in the Uſe of the Church Farms, 
if in this Caſe he properly applies for the Liberty of Epiſcopak Churches, 
and ſeeks Opportunity. to miniſter there, but meets with Repulſe, and 
ety of Diſappointment in his Meaſures, I think, when he has tbus|6rven; mis 
ted tf yarrueut DILIGENCE TO. MINISTER, - he has truly anſwer d the Deſign of 
Se. his Promiſe, fo far as tis rationally ſuppoſable it can oblige him in ſuch a 
Form Caſe. "I'hereforein Now-Fngland, where the Epiſcopal Pulpits have been 
refus'd him, if other Pulpits be apen'd ta him, and here (to avoid Offence; 
or for other good Reaſuns) he thinks himſelf oblig'd to minifter without 
the Church- Liturgy, I can't diſcern any ſalid Grounds, upoũ which th 
Charge of breaking bis Promiſe can poſfibly in this Cafe be braught again 
him. But in ſuch Caſe, he has in Providence a fair and clear: Dispanigas 
rio from his Fromiſe (oonſider it in what Light you will) ſo fan as at: ze. 
ſpects Liturgical Miniſtration: And if he gives bis faithful Diligence alto 
to minſterAs THE LoRD HATH COMMANDED, in ſome good Niabeſtant F. 
or Manner, agreable to the Word of God, and agreeing (for Subſtance) 
with the Communion- Book and Baok of Common- Prayer, ha fulfils his Pro- 
miſe as far as under fuch Circumſtances it can be theught to1oblige him 
in Point of Conſcience.---I believe, this is the Light in which the Cafe is 
c onſider'd at Home. Elſe what Account caybe 3 publick Stnr, 
there put upon Commiſſary Gardens Conſiſtorial Proceſs againſt Mr. 
Whitefield at South- Carolina? for omitting to uſe the Form of Prayers pre · 
fcrib'd in the Communion-Boak'', when officiating in a Frerbytenian Con · 
egation ? For Mr. .. d having interpoſed an Appeal in the Cauſe, 
rom Mr. Commiſſary's ſpiritual Court to his MajesTY in the hig Court 
of Chancery, tho when return d to England he attempted hona fide ta pro- 
ecute his faid Appeal, yet could not prevail with the Lords appointed by 
his Majeſty's Commiſſion, ſo much as to-meet once on the che 
thinking, no Doubt, with ſufficient Contempt of Mr. Garden : invidious 
Proceedings, not to ſay uſurped Power. The Conduct of the Biſhops, and 
in particular of the Biſhop of London, the — Plantation -Dioce ſan, to- 
wards Mr. Whitefield, in not exerting themſelves on this Qccafjon, either 
to promote a Hearing upon his Appeal, or to cenſure him in ſome eccleſiaſti- 
cal Court according to Canon, as a Revolter after ee this their Con- 
duct (I ſay) is to me unaccountablo, unleſs we reſolve the Reaſon of it into this, 
that they were conſcious of his Innocence, as the Fact charg'd upon him was 
done in a Place not contained within the Limits originally intended in the 


wit Clergy-Subſoription and Promiſe to uſe the Church · Forms, and none othes.-+- Our 
Aut bor, I fuppoſe, has that Charity for thePk As of England, to think tis 
hin with them, as well as with himſelf, no light matter for a Man to violate his 


Promiſe,” eſpecially in ſo ſacred = Affair: but their Lordſbips not — 
0 


34 An APOLOGCT in Behalf of 


hold of the Occaſion given em by the Appeal, nor of any other Occaſion, 
to deal with Mr. Me. d according to their Rules of Diſcipline, but letting 
him go FREE or PUBLICK CENSURE, is a loud Intimation, that they deſpair 
of being able to prove the Crime upon him, of violating his Promiſe, and 
that therefore the Penalties, denounced in that Caſe, are not legally due to 
him. And as “ certainly as it ſtands him in ſtead, to clear up his Cha- 
rater in this Matter,” ſo certainly I think, this Conduct of Publick Aut ho- 
rity at home (whatever Mr. Garden, or our Author may judge of it) is 
ſuthcient for that purpoſe; and I believe, will be tho't, by the reaſona- 
ble and unprejudicd part of the World, at leaſt ſufficient © to excuſe him 
| = their Eyes ] from aggravated Prevarication, ” which our Author 
ays © there are Many who know not how to excuſe him from, to ſay 
nothing worſe.” --- What worſe, he might think could be ſaid of Mr. V. -d, 
Iknow not: however, this I'm well perſuaded of, that notwithſtanding 
all the Noiſe about his violating his Promiſe, there's Nothing in it, but 
Ibelieve it will be found only groundleſs Jealouſy. And I with, we may 
well conſider, that tis no {light Matter for a Man to accuſe another of 
violating his. Promiſe, eſpecially an Elder, and in ſuch a Caſe of more than 
ordinary Importance. --- Nor can I deviſe how to excuſe People's treating 
Mr. N.. ds Character in this ſtrange Manner, unleſs it be that they do it 
ſor want of due Conſideration, or Acquaintance with theſe Things. 
Our Author, in his next Paragraph (Page 4, & 5.) deals with Mr. 
W. d about his ITINERATION, which he thinks incongruous to the Cha- 
racter of a profeſſed Miniſter of the Church of England, a Breach of his Or- 
dination - Commilſion from the Biſhop, &c. and therefore not conſiſtent with 

Honeſty... © tt: © oF 
1 — nothing at all to do here, but to conſider this Inſtance of Mr. 
V.. d's Conduct in point of Conſiſtency, which is the View under which 
our Author objects to it. The Scope (I think ) of the Argument here 
againſt his Itinerancy is, that * the Authority, which Mr. .d as a 
Miniſter of the Church of England had given him by the Biſhop,” was 
limited in the Exerciſe of it, to “ the Congregation where he ſhall be 
lawfully appointed thereto.”----To which I ſay, if his Ordination Commif- 
fion did nat give him Authcrity, as well to miniſter out of his particular 
Cuarge, as in it, then we may rationally conclude, his Ordination-Promiſe 
with Relation to the Exerciſe of that Authority, in uſing the Liturgy, 
reſpected him alſo only within his appointed Charge: and in this View 
of the Caſe, not his Subſcription, not the Articles, or Orders, [or Canons 
of the Church, but his Commiſſion ought to have been objected to him 
before, at leaſt to ſhorten the Diſpute : Methinks, this Argument ſingly 
might have ſtood inſtar ominum.---- Or, if his Commiſſion (in its trueMean- 
ws 
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ing) did empower him to miniſter out of his particular Cure and Charge, 


ion, then 1 think our Author's Argument from this Commiſſion carries no 
ting orce with it to condemn his Itineration. An Argument which proves 
[pair WM: oo much, proves too little. But if the Words of the Commiſſion be taken 
and exactly in the Letter, without allowing a Latitude of Senſe, this would 
e to Wdiſempower the Clergy ſo much as to exchange Pulpits, or aſſiſt one a+ 
Cha- nother occaſionally ; for this, by the foreſaid Rule of Interpretation, 
«tho. ¶ wou'd violate their Commiſſion, as well as [tinerancy. Here's a Reduct io. 
) is ad abſurdum, which I believe can't eaſily be ſurmounted * But qur Author, 
na» ¶ muſt relinquiſh his Plea from the general Commiſſion, and fly. to a parti - 
him WW cular Licence. L 200 d 
t har And 'tis Fact, by the Conceſſion of Epiſcopal Writers, that the 
lay Wl Biſhops (as alſo the two Univerſities in England) have the Power to grant 
d, Licences, of a wider Extent than the narrow Diſtrict of a ſingle Congre- 
ling W gation or Pariſh, even through the largeſt City, or through a whole: 
but Wl Dioceſs, and the Archbiſbops through a whole Province, if they pleaſe, 
may W to any ordain'd Miniſters they think fit; „ho in Virtue of: ſuch Li- 
r of Wl cence, may travel, if they will, from Place to Place, as Itinerants.” 
than The ſending forth itinerant Preachers was a Practice in the Church of 
ting England at the Beginning of the Reformation; probably in ſome De- 
o it gree has been kept up al along; or if obſolete for any Time, has re- 
| W markably been reviv'd of late Years, particularly with Relation to 
Mr. Foreign Parts. Mr. V. d is not the only Epiſcopal Itinerant in 
ha - America. It's well known, that Itinerant Miniſters (under this expreſs 
Or- Denomination) are avow'd by the Society at home for propagating. the 
vith Wl Goſpel, who have at this very Time a Number on their Miſſion. Thus 
« Mr. Morris in the Abſtract of their Proceedings, for 1743. is nam'd- 
Mr. expreſly IrintxanTt Miſſionary in Connecticut; Mr. Punderſon, ITINERANT, 
ich Miſſionary in New- England; Mr. Lindſay, III URANVr Miſſionary in Penn- 
ere Wl /ylvania and New- Jerſey, with others. In the general Notion then, 
s a Miniſters of this Character be judg'd agreable, to the Conſtitut ion 
vas ef the Church of England, which our Author refers us to. We may well 
be WW think, it's no Violation therefore of this original Commisston from the 
Bishop, to act beyond the Limits of a particular Cure or Charge, ot 


lar even in the Character of an [tinerant. And with Regard to a ſpecial I. I- 
wiſe Wl cence, I queſtion whether. the Itinerant Miſſionaries above-mentioned 
gy, bave had this, any more than Mr. V.. -d. I ſuppoſe they all have 
ew the common Letters of Orders from the Biſhop: and why ardain d Mini- 
ons ſters mayn't be thought ſufficiently, authoriz d to exerciſe. their Office, 
im without ſpecial Letters of Licence ſupervening, I cannot well underſtand. 
ply Nor does it appear to me a Breach of Canon, at leaſt no Infraftion upon 
an- che Oath of Canonical Obedience, to act withour ſuch a Licence. 12 8 
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the Oath is of Obedience to the Biſhop 5 not directly to the Cmont. 
The Biſhop muſt interpoſe his Injunction, or Impoſition, before the 
Canon becomes binding: and even in this Caſe (as I have already re- 
mark d) the Clergy apprehend themſelves ſtill in Poſſeſſion of a diſcre- 
tionary Power with Relation to their own Act of Sabmiſſion and Obe. 
diencez the Tenor of the Oath being, to obey the Biſhop only in onmi- 
bus lititis & boneſtic. -I don't ſee then but that Mr. . . d, though 
acting in Character of an Itinerant, may ſtill be acting a conſiſtent Part 
as a Miniſter f the Church of England; which is all our Author calls us 
to confider. 

There's one Thing more ſuggeſted in his LETTER (pag. 5,) on this 
Head of 'Confiſtency, which brings us back again to the Article about 
uſing the Book of Common Prayer, which Mr. W----d ſubſcrit'd to, an 
yet has ſince in a Fournal made that Remark, © When the Spirit of 
Prayer began to be loſt, then Forms of Prayer were ihvented ;” and 
ſeems dy the Connection of what he ſays there, to think “the Inventi- 
on of them * a ſai Symptom of the Decay of vital Religion, as much as 
even Preaching by Notes.---- Now, Sir, whether he was of this Senti- 
ment when he ſubſcrib'd, or has ſince changd his Mind, I don't ſee 
that the Conſequences our Author infers, will in either View of the Caſe, 
neceſſarily follow. 

If Mr. Vd in fact has changed his Mind about Forms in Devo- 
tion, I think he may hevertheleſs be conſiſtent in hlaming the Church- 
Gergy for violating their tron to the 39 Articles : for theſe were 
deſign d to fecure Unity or Conſent of Faith; and the Clergy's Snbſtrip- 
tion to theſe leaves them no Liberty to ſpeak or write contrary to what 
they ve ſubſerib' d; and hence, if in Points of Faith they © change their 
Mints" und teueh contrary 3 they are not © capable uf 

indie in the ſame Way,” as Mr. . a is; untefs it is not poſſible 
for Man with a ſaſè Conſcience ſo much as occafionally to 0% any Forms 
of Prayer, while yet he has an unfavourable Opinion of the Riſe of Forms. 
Für tt was only the De of the Forms, that is reſpected in the Subſcripti- 
on, according to the Opinion of ſome of the beſt Defenders of the 
Church. \Aceerding to their Senſe of the Matter, Mr. }/---d did nat 
«. {ſub ſoribe to be Book of Common gs properly ſpeaking, i. e. 


diu not (as our - Author repreſents it) “ ſabſcribe to all Things con- 
tam in . If you will read (Sir) the Controverſy between Dr. Caln- 
my and his Ader ſaries about Conformity, you'll find they declare, the 
true Meaning of the Sud/cription'is, not to give unfeigned Afſent and Com- 
ſens to Gery Thing in the Common-prayer-book, but only. to the Uſe 
of the Fortis therein preſcribed : And that this implies in its Nature 
an'Approbation even of che Forms themielves (at the moſt) „ | 

_ only 
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only to the Ve, not the Tmip/ition of them. Mf. d therefore hav- 
t1g ſubſeribꝰd only to the Ce of the Liturgy, might without molating ; 
his Subſcription aſter his Mind about the Riſe of Forms, ſo long as this 
Change of Sentiment does not affect the Ariicle he ſubſcrib'd to, and is 
not fuch in its Nature as to be inconſiſtent with all ie of them, while 
he thinks the Matter of the Prayers agreeable 40 the Mord of God, and the 
Cafe fuch as makes Submiſſion. to the Uſe of them expedient.--- Whereas 
the Clergy's preaching contrary to, and condemningany of the 39 Article, 
deſtrqys br Faith, ſubverts the very End of their Subſcription, is a di- 
rect Violation of their Subſcription, and does not well conſiſt with their not 
renouncing it. | | | | 

But indeed I ſee no Neceſſity of ſuppoſing a Change of Sentiment 
in Mr. N. . d. For notwithſtanding an unfavourable Opinion about 
the Riſe of Forms of Prayer, yet 1s long as that Opinion was -anly ” 
ſuch as might conſiſt with the lawful u/ing them, in ſome Circumſtances, , 
he might lock on himſelf at Ziberty notwithſtanding, to ſubſcrihe to the 
Ufe of the Liturgy wir ni THE CHURCH, AND REALin, and mien ade 
it expedrent'in his Caſe. For, as he might poſſibly be acted wath a View 
to ſome peculiar 828 (as he thought) to ſerve the Ends of the 
Miniſtry, within the Pale of che Eſtabliſbment, particularly inregardiFpgſcapal ' 
Orders might “render his Miniſtry more currant &indiſputable and accepta-- 
ble among the Generality of the People of England? So perhaps he was 
partly inclined to ſeek Admiſſiou into publick Miniſtry, upon Principle 
in Relation to Epiſccpacy, which he might be Itrongly attach d to, more 
than to the Liturgy, and might at the ſame Time think his Sentiment 
about the Riſe of Forms of Prayer not a ſufficient Ground of Sgpara». 
tion from the Church of England. "Theſe and other Conſiderations, of 
Weight with him to perſuade to his Continuance in the Communion, of 
the Church, might more than countet-balanee his Opinion about the 
Occaſion of Forms being npented: eſpecially when by his Subſcription: 
to the Uſe of them in Publick Pmyer, he would dbtain the valuable 
Liberty (as he thought ) of miniſtring in the Publick Churches, which 
he could not enjoy without complyingwith the Terms of the Legal Eſta» 
bliſhment ; and eſpecielly too ns. his Subſcription intended nothin 
more than a Declaration of Aſſent and Ceꝝſent to the Uſe of the impos 
Forms, with an Approbation of them only in Relation to their Matter, and 
to their C /e in this Caſe of their Impoſition. For thus ſays the learned Mr. 
Oe, in his Defence of Miniſterial Conformity, Forms of Pr 
* have both their Commodities, and Diſ-commodities.----We don't de- 
** Clare for the impoſing them, nor approve of it, or aſſent and conſent to it. 
We are not at all concern'd in' the impoſing, nor are we bound to 
* declare,that That was well done, either in is /elf, or in its 2 — 

a 2 
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« The Act df "a tion is the Governours Act: The AR of Submiſſi, 
« on-1s ours.”---- The Declaration reſpects only what belongs to the Ac 
of the Subſcribers, who may approve the Uſe of Forms, in various De- 
grees, and upon various Grounds ; ſome meerly judging them lawful, 
and Submiſſion to the Uſe of them expedient, in their Caſe, upon 
weighing of all Circumſtances, ---- notwithſtanding their unfavour- 
able Opinion of the original Occaſion of Forms being | introduc'd. 
—— - I believe, a great Part of the godly Reformers ſubmitted to the 
Engliſh Liturgy, upon ſuch Conſiderations as thoſe : and ſuch Views 
kept many of the ancient Puritans from breaking off from the eſtabliſh'd 
Church, they were generally _=_ Separation, nor did they ſeparate till 
they were perſecuted and thruſt out. This was very much the Caſe of 
our Forefathers, the firſt Planters of New-England: they ſtay'd within the 
Pale of the eſtabliſh'd Church as long as they might enjoy the Libert 
of their Conſcience, ' in diſpenſing with ſome Ceremonies whic 
they ſcrupled, and until the rigorous Impoſition of Miniſterial Conformity 

in the higheſt Strain of it ) at laſt drove them out, and oblig'd them to 
ſeek a Retreat in theſe Foreign Parts of the World. --- I ſhall only add 
upon it, that when any Biſhop {hall ſee fit to cite Mr. Fbitefield, as a De- 
linquent, into his ſpiritual Court at home, I believe, he ſtands ready 
to make his Defence: and Perſecution may compel him to the Separati- 
on, which in the preſent poſture of Things mayn't appear to him either 
a Point of Duty or Expediency. | 

Allading now to our Author's Concluſion upon this laſt Head, I finiſh 
with expreſſing my fervent Wiſhes for us all, both Miniſters and People, 
that we may have more of the wiſdom which is from above, and may have 
this for our Rejoycing, even the Teſtimony of our Conſcience, that in Simplicity 
and godly Sincerity, not with fleſhly Wiſdom, but by the Grace of God, we have 
our Converſation in the World: then, I believe, however we may differ in 
Sentiment, in ſome Caſes of leſſer Importance, we ſhall not divide in Af- 
fection. Vet if Paul and Barnabas contend too ſharply, God can over- 
rule even this for the Furtherance of the Goſpel. 

Bear me ( Sir ) upon your Heart at the Throne of Grace ; and 
aſſure yourfelf, I am 


N Dear Sir, 


> Your's very affectionately. 
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| Anonymous Pamphlet, 
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dd Y Obſervations upon the Conduct and Behaviour 
dy of @ certain Set? uſually diſtinguiſhed 2 
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Oy Two LETTERS 


.. 


any TO THE 
TY RicuT REVEREND 


in The BISHOP of LONDON, 
er- And the other the Right Reverend the BISHOPS 


concern'd in the Publication thereof. 
he Two ParTs of the OBstrvaTIONS herein anſwered, are prefix d. 


By GEORGE WHITEFIELD, A. B. 


Late of PeMBROKE-CoLLEGEe, OxFoRD. 
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BOSTON: Printed a and Sold by Roo ERS and FowLE in Queen-ftreet, near 
7 1744. 
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